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Much reſpedied, Breen and F wy 


8585 the time you wana called 

me to labour amongſt you in the 
goſpel, I hope that, under a ſenſe of its 
importance, 1 have endeaVvire#" to dif- - 
charge that truſt, ſo far as I have been 
able, with chriſtian fidelity. Knowing 
it my duty to watch for your ſouls as 
one who muſt give an account,” it has 
been my conſtant care, in all my public 
miniſtrations, to dwell on thoſe things 
which the ſcriptures repreſent as of the 
higheſt concern to the fouls of men. I 
have, therefore, never  ſtudiouſly dwelt 
on ſubjects of debate, unleſs thoſe ſub- 
= have appeared to me of high mo- 


3 ment; 


(ir 2: 
ment; yet, when ee the courſe: of 


our labours, matters of controverſy have 
fallen in our way, we have not turned 
ade, as if afraid to meet them with all 
their force, nor ſo handled them as to 
create ſuſpicion, that in the things of 
God we reſpected any man's perſon. We 
defire to emulate the apoſtle's practice, 
2 Cor. iv. 1, 2. About fifteen months 
ago, at the requeſt of ſome amongſt you, 
I publiſhed a diſcourſe on the fame ſub- 
je& here contended for. That diſcourſe 
has been examined by one on the other 
fide the queſtion, ' and, you have now an 
opportunity to ſee the Reviewer Reviewed. 
If that Gentleman (as ſome of you think) 
has not uſed us altogether in ſo bratherly 
2 way as could have been wiſhed, and 
might (all things conſidered). have been 
expected, that is no reaſon but you ſhould 
attend to the weight of his arguments, 
what weight you may perceive. We call 
you not to follow Infant Baptiſm becauſe 
wie em brace it. Von were never wont to 
hear from us chat £6 „ Werne is the mo- 
ther of Devotion.” No, I ſhould be 
loth to ſee vou fack: an uncomely pro- 
geny, and, in that caſe, could not love 
to be with you, yrs as my nen 22 
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be, and however unworthy of reſpect; 


yet, of their acceptableneſs I have no 


— cauſe to complain, and for their growing 


uſefulneſs I defire, as I doubt not but 
you alſo do, ſtill to pray. With your 
Bible in your hands maintain the 8e 
of your religious profeſſion, and “ by 


well doing put to filence” all that would 


calumniate your chriſtian character. And 


now, brethren, I commend you to God, and 
to the word of his grace, which ir able to 
build you up, and to give you an inheritance 


among all them that are ſanetified, ” defir- 
ing to be found, not only your affection- 
ate, but deri 


Your faithful Paſtor, 


Mattiſhall, lakes © 
April 20, s LAN. JOHN CARTER. 
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1 0 is a complaint of long ſtanding, and 
generally too well founded, that ſub- 
jects of controverſy are commonly han- 
dled with ſo much acrimony that they 
look more like perſonal attacks than an 
earneſt deſire to find out truth; though it 
is certain this is the only motive that 
ought to. influence polemical writers: 
All beſides being only a kind of infult 
offered to the public at large, or to an 
antagoniſt in particular, upon whom it 1s 
determined to pour abuſe, or contempt-- 
When this is the caſe, an author's 
meaning, though plain, is often miſ- 
taken, either wilfully, or by reaſon of 
that miſt of darkneſs which ſtrong pre- 
judices caſt before the eyes of his oppo- 
nent.——- Other things are laughed away 
with a jeer, and declamation is ſubſti- 
tuted in the place of argument. How 
glaringly this is the caſe, in a late review, 

it is ſufficient only to intimate. Such 
Se —P 
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things I never ap from ſuch a quar- 
ter, apprehending it impoſſible for 20 
Gentleman to ſtoop / low 
very well know fuch a way of treating an 


opponent, or arguing for a darling tenet, 


can never be approved, except by a few 
individuals who are devoured by preju- 


dice, I ſhould-moſt willingly paſs a that 


part over, with the contempt _ deſerves, 


and take no further notice of it. But; 


as my opponent is reported to have an- 
ſwered every argument in my little pam 


phlet, I therefore, thought r _—_— uns 
der fome neceſſity of following him: 
though not in his ſpirit, ye ur. in his 
work, more particularly than otherwiſe I 
ſhould have done; this, of courſe, has 


obliged me to mention ſome of his dr if. 
8 much oftener than I had any 


inclination to do; yet, as I have been 
careful not to render railing for rail- 


ing, I hope this will be a ſufficient apo- 


logy in the eye of a diſcerning few, into 
whoſe hands theſe papers may fall. As 

to Others, I neither fear their envy, nor 
— their applauſe.—— The following 


work is deſigned more immediately for 
the uſe of thoſe people under my parti- 


cular charge, and. for ſuch as may not 
| have 


And as I 
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have it in their power to enter into a la- | 
borious ſearch of the ſubje& under de- 
bate. The Author means it, as he did 
the former, as an apology. ie his own 
conduct in baptizing Infants, and hopes 
it will. appear he has better reaſons for 
doing it than the Papiſts have to pray 
for the dead *. "——Mr. Richards thought 
proper. to ſend forth in company with his 
on, a treatiſe of the Rev. Mr. S8. Wil- 
ſon's, for what reaſons he beſt knows. 
He has told us who he was, and ſubmit< 
ted the mode of his enquiry, and the 
juſtneſs of his determination to our pe- 
ruſal. And, indeed, we cannot but ob- 
ſerve a very ſtriking difference between 
his mode of language and that of our 
Reviewers. Had it been in the ſame 
ſtrain we ſhould have paſſed him by with- 
out the. leaſt notice. But tis with plea- 
ſure We behold that a perſon Who was 
once of our ſentiments, and afterwards 
went over to our opponents, was ſo well 
inſtructed in the principles of good man- 
ners, that he never forſook them all his 
days! On whom this reflects honor 
we will not ſay. Tis rather unhappy, I 
think, 


* See Review, 
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| think, for my opponent that he ſhould 


publiſh a piece with his own which is fo 
directly in contraſt, as to a certain parti- 
cular !—— Though I approve of Mr. 
Willon's manner of ſpeech, yet, as I can- 
not fall in with Hit mode of argument, I 
have in ſome places ſhewn my objections, 
whether to the advantage of our cauſe.or 
not others muſt determine. The ſubject. 
of the following pages is caſt into fix 
chapters, the titles of which are accom- 
panied with a ſummary account of the 
things therein argued, which renders it 
unneceſſary for us here to rehearſe them. 
The whole is committed, by the author, 
to the reader's candid peruſal, and the 
„ blefling of him who worketh all in 
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REVIEWER REVIEWED, Kc. 


E 
Strifures on the Reviewer s mode of ar- 
_ gument. - Vindication of bis opponent 
from the Few brought againſt him. 

 Pleading guilty as to one inſtance . al- 
ledged. The author's defire that the 
weapons of his warfare * not en 


carnal : 


HEN the Author of © Short 
Strictures on Infant Baptiſm” 
ſent his little pamphlet into the 

W he hoped that he ſhould offend no 
man, who differed from him in that par- 

_ ticular ſentiment. Living in a country 

where freedom of debate, and the liberty 

of the preſs, are the glorious bulwarks 


of many valuable privileges, civil and ſa- 
1 cred, 
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cred, he knew he had a right to publiſh 


his thoughts upon a ſubject he deemed 
intereſting ; and thought it his duty in 


reference to thoſe who urged their re- 


queſt. Mr. Richards had an undoubted 
right to examine his little production 
with the ſeverity of a critic, and he was 
welcome too, to think as little of it as he 


pleaſed. But whereas he thought good 


to review that pamphlet, and to preſent 


the public with his thoughts upon it, I 


muſt confeſs myſelf ſurprized at the 


manner in which he has done it. From 


him I looked for other things. He has, 


moſt certainly, a right to judge for him- 


ſelf; I have the ſame; and our neigh- 


bour's claim is as good as either of ours. 


A little more candor might have done his 


cauſe no harm. I am inclined to believe 
that by-ſtanders will think ſo. Pity 


when he makes ſuch an outcry againſt 
znfallibility that he ſhould lay ſuch a 


claim to the privilege in his own perſon--- 
With ſuch people I never could perſuade 
myſelf to rank Mr. Richards, and am 


ſorry to find he claims kindred with ſuch 
kind of folks; that he does ſo, diſpaſ- 
ſionate people will, perhaps, think as well 


as myſelf, when they hear him roundly 


lay 


ſay It is my firm opinion, that ſermons n 

Infant Baptiſm, and on ſome other popular 
ſubjects, would look much better with= |, 
out any thing at all from ſcripture, ei- 
ther for a text* or for any other purpoſe 
It will be quite ſufficient if preach- 
ers take their text from the Bible, and 
make uſe of the infpired writings, by* 
way of proof and illuſtration, when their 
ſubjects happen to be ſcriptural ones. 
To be ſure this is pretty dogmatical, yet 
for all that, it may, with ſome people, 
paſs off with an eclat! We are alſo told 
by this learned gentleman that, exorciſms, 
uſing the ſign of the croſs—— together 
with a number of other idle trumperies- 
ſerve at this day, along with Infant Bap- 
tſin, to decorate that Mother of Harlots 
the Romiſh church, and to excite the 
childiſh admiration of its ignorant and 
furious votaries}.” —— Who then could 

have ever thought that amongſt the ad- 
vocates for Infant Baptiſm there ſhould 

| / / 


If there is 0 tert in the Bible which would have 
ſuited ſuch a ſubject as Mr. Richards affirms, he, of 
all people had no cauſe to complain for the want of one 
in my diſcourſe. - 25 

+ Review b. 7, 

t Page 4. 


[4 y 


have been found men who were Critics | 


of the firſt rank?” But, that this is the 
caſe, we are not allowed even to doubt, 
our Author himſelf being judge (p. 9). 


Perhaps the myſtery lies here. When 


theſe great men argue for Infant Baptiſm, 
they are to be ranked in company with 


the ignorant and furious votaries of the 
church of Rome; but when ſpeaking on 


the mode of Baptiſm they contend for 
immerſion, then the honorable appella- 


tion of © Great Critics” is conferred 
upon them, for a reaſon too obvious to 


name. But, if theſe were Honeſt men, as 


well as great critics, ſurely they would 


never have argued for Infant Baptiſm, on 
the footing of Divine authority, un- 
leſs they had found it in the /erip- 
tures? After commending this vene- 
rable liſt of worthies, therefore, it was 
not quite modeſt in our author to af- 


firm (p. 28) that The Papiſts, when 


they plead for the ſupremacy of the Pope, 
and the infallibility of their church, 
from the High Prieſthood and the infal- 
libility of the Moſaic diſpenſations, have 
full as much plauſibility and reaſon on their 
ſide, as the Pedobaptiſis have when they 


argue from the Abrahamic covenant and 


circumciſion in favor of Infant Baptiſm.” 
After 


After this ſpecimen of our Reviewer's 
ability at bold aſſertions, it can be no 
ſurpriſe that he ſhould turn away with 
evident marks of contempt, from ſuch a 
declaration as he found in our ſhort Stric- 
tures That Baptiſm may be of much 
profit to children every way, paſſing it 
over, As coming under the ame de. 
FEription with the pleas of the church of 
England in favor of ſponſors and the ſign 
of the croſs ; and thoſe of the church of 
Rome in favor of invocations to the 
ſaints, praying for the dead, for the ſouls 
in purgatory, &c. p. 36, all which fool. 
eries have this plea of profitableneſs made 
in their behalf, as well as Mr. Carter 
favorite uſage, Infant Baptiſm And 
with EQUAL PLAUSIBILITY!! ! How 
eaſy, but at the fame time, how. mean, are 
| ſuch replys! I only fay, if ſuch argu- 
ments are deciſive, be convmced who will. 
As our Reviewer's performance will, 
ita likely, fall into the hands of thoſe 
who have not previouſly read our Short 
Strictures, ſuch people will very proba- 
bly think that our little pamphlet abounds 
with illiberal reflexions on our oppo- 
nents. Whoever may think ſo, there 


can be no acer in requeſting them to 
read 
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is not for Richards! 
n 


judgment is not infallible! 
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read and judge for themſelves. Mr. Car- 
ter I obſerve, ſays my opponent, would 


be thought to have uſed us well in this 
ublication, and, ſeemingly, prides him- 


elf in the thought of having done ſo, as 


if that had not been Bie duty (p. 5)- 
So then, what is ay for Mr. C- 
I thought, till 
'twas the duty of both parties alike 
to uſe each other well. But I know my 
I meant, 
indeed, to uſe my opponents ſo as to pre- 
clude all juſt cauſe of complaint, but it 
ſeems my antagoniſt thinks I did not, 
for in the advertiſement prefixed to the 
pamphlet, theſe words are found written. 
The author profeſſes, He can with 
pleaſure ſay, that he hath the happineſs 
to know, and honor to be acquainted 
with ſome of a different opinion, whoſe 


_ perſons he eſteems and whoſe characters 


he greatly regards.” I appeal to the can- 
did and impartial. What, but a purpoſe 
to miſinterpret, could ever have induced 
any perſon to explain theſe words, in an 
unfavourable light ? Although Mr. R---- 
will not poſitively aſſert that the writer 
intended any thing diſreſpectful, yet he 


— « "tis 44 * to ſee how the words 


can 


A little of that charity which hopeth all 
things, would have helped him and his 


words of the author, it ſeems, have been 


| 1 2 75 
can bear any other ſenſe,” (p. 5 and 6 


Thoſe 


friend out of this dilemma. — 


conſtrued as implying, 1. That among 
the ſeveral Baptiſts he knows there are 


but few whoſe perſons and characters are 


lovely and reſpectable. Therefore, 2. 


That it is a rare thing to find among thoſe 


people many that anſwer to that deſcrip- 
tion®. I can make no excuſe for them 


but by ſuppoſing that when they read the 
paſſage they fancied. the word /ome was 


printed in Ttalics; and for this ſurmiſe T 


am indebted to Mr. R——— who has ſo 
printed it in his Review; had I done in 
like manner they would have had ſome 


colourable pretence for their conſtruction. 


But, as that was not the caſe, I can't 
conceive from what it ſhould originate, 
unleſs the power of prejudice, or a ſenſe 
of guilt.——— Does not all the world know 
that there are ſome amongſt all reli Ban 
denominations who reflect no honor u 


their party? And will the Baptiſts be be 


hardy enough to plead an exemption > 


Could I have ſaid more had I ſpoken of 
any ow * ? What room then for ex- 

| ception ? 
* Page 85 c 
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ception ? I have only to add, that amongſt 
thoſe to whom I bore. that undifjembled 

_ teſtimony of my reſpet, Mr. Richards 
himſelf was ſecond to none. I may do 
this, perhaps, if not with more confhi- 
dence, yet, with a better grace as it is a 
circumſtance well known, to ſome of his 
friends, as well as mine. At this kind 
of treatment, therefore, it may be no 
wonder if I expreſs not oniy my ſurpriſe 
but the utmoſt aſtoniſhment !——But 1 
muſt not expect to come off thus, a ſe- 
cond accuſation is preferred againſt me; 

in reſpect to which, however, I l 3 
find no great difficulty i in pleading guilty, 

. provided the charges were not laid / 
high; in a moment of unguarded vanity, 
I ſuffered the following expreſſion to drop 
from my pen It ought not to be won- 
dered at if men at a dead lift ſhould call 

any where for help” I own (and am 
not aſhamed to confeſs) that this carries 
in it a little too much the air of ſelf-im- 
portance, and therefore, however it might 
ſuit, was wrong in me. But, when I am 
told that Theſe words can by no means 
harmonize with an intention to give no 
offence; though they may very well ſuit 
the purpoſe of one whoſe aim is more to 


In * 
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miſrepreſent and provoke than fairly to 


confute his antagoniſt.” I can by no 
means think the author pronounces the 
ſentence of a juſt judge; and therefore 


from him I appeal to the tribunal of the 


_ impartial, where I have no fear that the 


damages will be laid higher, than I have 
rated them. But lo | a third charge is 
brought forward. My Reviewer informs 
the public that Many ſuch unfriendly 


expreſſions are to be met with in the 
courſe of this work, eſpecially in the 
third part where the author makes ſuch a 


ſhocking havook among our obje&tions#.” 


An enquiry into the nature of that 
 havock we ſhall reſerve to a more proper 
place. In the mean time we chearfully 


leave it to every candid perſon to decide, 
has written, in the moſt friendly man- 
ner, on the ſubject There is one in- 
ſtance, however, that our antagoniſt ſin- 
gles out as a ſpecimen of the havock made 
among their objections, that may not im- 


properly be taken notice of here. It 


ſeems the author had ſtated one of their 
obections againft Infant Baptiſm in the 
following manner; What benefit can t 
be to children Who are incapable to un- 


ä derſtand 
* Page 6. | 


0 
derſtand what is done or meant thereby?“ 
This is found fault with. He does not 
deny it to be an objection, but, At 
beſt tis no common objection of ours“ 
fays Mr. R——. some old woman 
(continues he) perchance may have uſed 
ſomething of this ſort.“ If our op- 
ponent would be content to rank. thoſe 
with old women, whom I could name, 
as having uſed this very objection, I fancy 
ſome of his brethren would not be highly 
pleaſed with the compliment. But, we 
mult know, that gentleman is not always 
ſcrupulouſly attentive to politeneſs. Let 
his own words ſpeak for him. I muſt. 
here obſerve (ſays he) that our author has 
ſtated this objection, like the former, 1 in a 
very unfair and fovenly manner” (p. 34) 
-His author, though no adept in gen- 
tility, yet, has the vanity to think that 
he never ſet the example of ill manners 
before any; and is pretty confident he 
never did before Mr. Richards ; if, there- 
fore, he was determined to pour contempt 
upon his opponent, he might have been 
fatisfied to have done it in a cleaner lan- 
guage ; /ome people think it would have 
been more decent, and all muſt allow it 


would have been full as convincing.---We 
ſha 


h 
ſhall now diſmiſs this chapter of di iſagreea-" . 


bles, not indeed for want of matter, that is 
not the caſe, (for ſeveral other inſtances: 
might be adduced) but, becauſe it is no- 
pleaſure to us to waſte our time in ſuch” 
ſorry buſineſs. We hoped alſo that a cer- 
| tain perſon had been of the ſame mind. It 

was our deſire, and ſtill is, that whether the 
„Weapons of our warfare” were allowed 
to be ©* mighty” or not, Rd at leaſt, 


ſhould not appear carnal. 


C 
On the Mode of adminiſtring the ordinance 
3 Baptiſm. Or an Enquiry whether 
Dipping is eſſentially ee in cbri Mian 
de . 7 


HE author of Strictures on Infant 
Baptiſm” when ſpeaking on that 

— of the ſubject now before us, Was 
not aſhamed to own, nor afraid to declare, 
that had this only been the matter of de- 
bate he ſhould ſcarcely have deemed it 
worth an hour' $ contention, —He pro- 
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feſſes himfelf to be ſtill of the ſame 


mind, and that becauſe he is truely ſatis- 


fied, that a partial application of water 
to the body, by pouring, waſhing, & 


ſufficiently anſwers to ſcripture repreſent- 
ations in this caſe. Yet, though ſuch 


are his ſentiments he would by no means 
be angry with thoſe, who judging im- 
merſion the more proper way, follow the 


conviction of their own minds. But this, 
it ſeems, is not enough for my antago- 
niſt. He muſt be allowed ſomething 


more than the liberty to think for him- 
ſelf, or his opponent ſhall not eſcape his 


cenſure. (ſee page 15.) However, his 
cenſure, in this caſe does not much trou- 
ble or affe& us; for although we allow 
% That they who practiſe Baptiſm by im- 
merſion, are by no means to be con- 
demned on that account,” yet we hike- 
wiſe believe that conſidering how tte 
frreſs is laid on what is merely ceremonial 
and cirowaſtantial in the chriſtian diſpen- 
fation, conſidering how effectually the 
main ends of the ordinance may be ſe= 
cured without immer/ion, and how weak 
ſome of the arguments for its univerſal 
obligation are, rheſe who approve and 
practiſe it ought at leaſt to be candid to- 

| Wards 
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„ 
wards thoſe who differ from them; and, 
[we do alſo judge that they] act without 
ſufficient warrant, if they . xa from 
ſuch acts of communion with them, as: 
they might otherwiſe eſteem proper ex- 
preſſions of mutual love, and of their 
common hope in the goſpel''——* Yet to 
be dipped, appears a matter of ſo great. 
conſeguence to our zealous advocate for, 
immerſion, that, according to Bis argu- 
ments (p. 15) it ſhould ſeem almoſt, if 
not altogether, impoſſible to be faitiſul 
unto death without complying with it. 
This gentleman tells the public That 


his opponent thinks there are ſome /crip- 


tural and divine rites--=-rites that he is 
fully ſatisfied that they are fach ; which 
nevertheleſs are of ſo trivial a nature as 
ſcarcely. to be worth ſupporting for a 


fingle hour.” Where, pray Sir, did you 5 


ſee this? Do. my arguments import any 


thing like it? Did I not fay I was /atis- 
fied from the ſcriptures that Baptiſm might 


be rightly performed by a partial applica, 
tion of water when there was no dipping 
in the caſe, though I allowed it might be 


adminiſtered by 2merfon to thoſe wha 


judged it the more proper way? But 
dee Dr. Doddridge's Lectures, p. 515. . 
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did J ſo much as intimate that I looked 


upon any one of theſe various methods of 


applying water to the body to be a Divine 


rite excluſively and in that view, declared 
it of no importance? My words evince 
the contrary. Yet, ſtrange to tell, I am 
chaſtized for letting my neighbour think 


as well as myſelf! Though I am ſtill of 


opinion, he has as good a right; as I judge 
<< Every man ſhould be fully perſuaded in 
his own mind.” If, therefore, after a 
diligent and humble ſearch into the mind 
of Chriſt as delivered in the New Teſta- 


ment, any perſon is fully ſatisfied that 


the adminiſtration of the ordinance may 
be performed in a manner different from 
what I practiſe, whoever condemns him, 


I will not; and I humbly apprehend that 


our Reviewer's zeal would have been full 


as much according to knowledge had he 
been coo/ enough to admit the /ame conſe- 
quence. That Baptiſm is a ſignificant ce- 
remony, or, a rite, which bears an evi- 


dent alluſion to ſomething repreſented. by 


it, I make no queſtion : But that it pri- 
marily refers to the burial and reſurrettion 
of Chriſt, I never yet could fee ſufficient 
evidence to believe ; 


quite 


the whole tenor of 
the New Teſtament appears to me to give 


RES 


1 . 
quite another repreſentation of it. That 
it is a rite expreſſive of cleaning and pur 
rification, ſeems we think very plain. 
That the alluſion was not underſtood to 
refer to the burial and reſurrection of Chriſt 
during the whole of John's miniſtry" is 
certain; and tis no leſs evident that this 
was. the caſe when it was adminiſtered. by 
the Apoſtles during our Lord's abode with 
them. —— John baptized—— The Apoſ- 
tles themſelves were baptized, and bap= 
tized others without ſo much as knowing 
that Chriſt ſhould be buried and rie 
_ again ; their baptiſm I ſuppoſe was valid, 
and yet there was no Recognition of 
the burial and reſurrection of Chriſt*?. 
attending it; if this therefore was prima< 
rily deſigned by it how can it be proved 
that baptiſm was rightly adminiſtered, or 
received all-that time ? Were the Apoſtles 
baptized afterwards? Who ſhould per- 
form it? The Baptiſm they received then 
was adminiſtered without their under= 
ſtanding any ſuch alluſion as that pleaded 
for by our opponents. We therefore 
judge that we have very great reaſon to 
think the alluſion was et to the burial of 
Chriſt, but that the principal idea con- 
; ere it _- tained 


Mr. Wilſen's expreſſion. 


1 


tained in this New Teſtament rite is 
tleanfing and purification, This a mul- 
titude of references ſeem to evince; and 
we think it ought carefully to be obſerv- 
de ed that the water which in chriſtian bap- 
* tiſmis applied to the body, ſeems plainly 
intended as an emblem of the Holy Spi- 
Tit, in his purifying operations; and that, 
therefore, if we conſider in what manner 
this ſpirit is repreſented in ſcripture as 
communicated or given to us, it ſhould 
ſeem that pouring or waſhing with water 
beſt anſwers the deſigned alluſion; for, 
to uſe the words of Dr. Gui, This 
way of pouring water upon- them moſt 
naturally ſignified Chriſt's baptizing them 
with the Holy Ghoſt and with fire, which 
John ſpoke of as prefigured by his bap- 
tizing with water (Matt. iii. 11---- Mar. 
i. '8----Luke iii. 16----John i. 33) and 
which was eminently fulfilled when the 
_ Holy Ghoſt ſat upon the Diſciples in the 
appearance of cloven tongues, like fire; 
and this is expreſsly called baptizing them 
with the Holy Ghaſt, in oppoſition to 
John's baptizing with water, and is ſpoken 
of as the Holy Ghoſt's coming upon 
them, and as God's pouring out his ſpi- 
rit, and ſhedding him forth upon them 


Os 
5 
Ty 8 
4 
35 — 
4 * YN <4 4 
1 23 = 
+ 
-_ 1 2 
3 "= 
. 4 
Ac 4; 
& * 5, 
+W 
WA 2 
ws 2 
<9 
33 7 I 
25 4 x5 
- ky 3 4 
1 
4, . 
+ 0 
$72 - 
2+ WY 
: *. 1 
1 * 3 a a 4 
: - 
. 
1 
8 21 
2 
1 3 5 7 1 
3 
bet 
8 
2 
#4 =O 
WS + 
FRB +: 'S. 
8 
1 
7 = 
+ * 9 25 
* . * 7 Fa 
1 #3 
3 7 + N 
7 
. 
1 2 
* 1 + © 
"£5 
„ 
1 
4 
* 7 4 
—— 1 
* T2 3 
5 
+. 0-4 2 
"ES : Fa 
£ o * 
_ - / Ka 
2 5 
1 
1 : SY 
1 = 2 
. 
1 * ö 7 
WD, & þ 45 
1 7 
2 - 2 My 
* S * 
4+ $7 
2% 4 5 
_= 77 
Lf «7 
+3 FS 
= A 
—_ 7 - 
NH - — Y 7 
= ® 
THe wv 
* . x KC 
1 4 =o 
EY oo 5+. 
_— IL 
w . 4 I - 
7 7 8 
8 1 
2 n * 
8 J 
1 + f 
4 1 4 
AGE: 
Mes: 
ö 3 
3 
> 
- 1 
A i 
3 
4 * CY 5 
. 
1 
1 
SY 1 
* 8 
1 
FR 5 
Y : I ; 
Z TE: 
1 
1 
Ez 'S 
„ 
33 t „ 
* ky 
\ k 
4 4 
F 2 = 
TE 4 
„ +> 
WS 1 
734 WM 
2 Þ 
> FOE 
7 
78 
9 . 1 
1 4 
; * 1 
4 
7s ;7 
N 
1 
4 2 
PS. 4 1 
4 &- 
13 2 
9 
— 2 
IF + Z 


* 


* * * 5 * a 8 

* e N 
4 > * * Ds r 5 
t N Ps 


* 

(Acts 1, 5, 8—2. 3, 17, 18, 33) and 
with a direct reference hereunto, when 
the Holy Ghoſt fell on Cornelius, and his 
friends, Peter ſaid, Then remembered 
I the word of the Lord, how he ſaid, 
John indeed baptized with water ; but 
ye ſhall be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt,” 
(Acts 11, 15, 16.) The Apoſtle Paul 
likewiſe, in a manifeſt alluſion to Bap- 
tiſm, ſpeaks of God's ſaving us by the 
waſhing of regeneration and renewing of 
the Holy Ghoſt which he ſhed on us 

bundantly through Jeſus Chriſt our 
Saviour (Tit. 3, 5, 6). Now whether 
plunging the body into water, or pouring 
water upon it, was the likelieſt emblem 
of this effuſion of the ſpirit let the read- 
er judge*” Our Reviewer needed not, 
therefore, to have expreſſed himſelf with 
ſo much aſtoniſhment ** Mark! (fays he) 
ſprinkling, pouring, or waſhing with wa- 
ter! Here are two or three diſtin& rites 
either and every of which, according ta 
this writer, to be looked upon when per- 
formed in the name of the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, as the Baptiſm of the 

New Teſtament——Szrely this is next to 
ſaying, that this ordinance may be admi- 
- : niſtered 

* See Dr. Guiſe on Matt. 3. 


e W W 


point, Baptizing muſt be ſo”!!! 


(8). 
niſtered any Bον (p. 7). Surely, Sir, this 


is not the author's meaning. He allows, 
indeed, that the inference yu//y deduci- 
ble from his arguments amounts to this, 


that Dipping is not effential to the ad- 
miniſtration of Baptiſm.” Nor is he yet 


_ acquainted with reaſons ſufficient to alter 


his opinion, although «© That remarkable 


expreſſion, in the epiſtle to the Epheſians 


«« One Baptiſm” has often occurred to 


him; the ſenſe of which he would thus 


expreſs; there is © One Baptiſm, by 
which we own Chriſt, and profeſs our- 


ſelves his followers, there were indeed di- 
verſe waſhings among the Jews; but now 


one Baptiſm only among chriſtians*” 
Where that New Teſtament rite, there- 
fore, has been once adminiſtered, let others 
take care upon what authority they repeat 
it. Repeat it Sir! (methinks I hear 
Mr. R——— fay) why, there has been 
no ſuch thing as Baptiſm in the world, nor 
any one baptized perſon for theſe ſeventeen 
hundred years, who was not plunged in 


water, For when it is ſaid that Philip 


baptized the Eunuch, it means, nothing 


leſs in our opinion than that he dipped 


him'—— Well, then, to conclude the 


But, 
Cradock in loco. | 
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reaſons more fully for that opinion; 


But, whereas we argued in favor of bap- 


tiſm without dipping, that the original 
terms are ſuch as by no means recef/arry 
imply a being put under the water as to 
the whole body, we ſhall now give our 


though we muſt firſt® take notice of our 


author's exceptions, as to What we. re= 


marked concerning the Greek prepoſi tions 
En, Eis and Apo, We there faid, that 
though they are frequently rendered zz, 


into, and out of, yet they might with 


equal propriety, and often with more jul- 
tice, be tranſlated at, with, to, towards, 
rom. Upon this Mr. R——— expreſſes 
his ſurpriſe, 4** Often with more juſtice!” 


and adds, Might they with more juſ- 


tice in the paſſages relative to baptiſm, is 
the queſtion ?''—— Permit me, Sir, if 1 
was really ſo unhappy at firſt in ſtating 


my thoughts that my intention could not 


cluſion perceived; allow me, I ſay 
to attempt it now, I argue that the pre- 


be diſcerned, nor the force of my con- 


poſitions, under debate, are of ſuch in- 


_ definite nature that there is no neceſſity to 


tranſlate them in, into, or out of," but 


might with more propriety, in many in- 
ſtances, be rendered at, 


with, from, &c. 
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„„ 
and are (as our zealous advocate for dip- 
ping needs not be told) really ſo render- 
ed in numbers of places in the New Teſ- 
tament; whence I conclude, that the ori- 
ginal terms, uſed to expreſs the circum- 


ftances attending the adminiſtration of 


baptiſm, do not refrfſarily prove the im- 
mer/ion of the ſubject. This, I meant, 
and this I ſtill think my arguments im- 
ply'd. Whether they are of any ſervice 
to the cauſe, let others fay. Mr. Rich- 


ards, however, is peremptory, and aſſerts 
of his opponent that His criticiſms on 


the above prepoſitions cannot be of any 
ſervice to an advocate for ſprinkling, but 
roundly affirms that they may be of ſer- 
vice to Qrakeriſm, Popery and Deiſm! heavy 
charge indeed! Pray (methinks I hear 
ſome enquire) {ow is it ſupported ?” 
«© Nay my good friend that's the myſtery 


r R — has not made it appear 


yet.” I argue that John and the Apoſ- 

tles baptized with water*. Hence a 
Quaker 

* Note, the laying any mg on its being ſaid---- 


« were baptized in Jordan”---ſhews extreme ignorance 
of the original. For, 1. The word [e,] here tranſ- 


lated in] is in no leſs than an hundred and fifty places 


of the New Teſtament rendered [with]. 2. The word 
[cy] is more than an hundred times in the New Teſ- 
| tament 


( al Js | 
Quaker may deny the neceſſity: of any, 
becauſe I think it may be done wirlaut 
plunging. Indeed ! Ves, For he may 
deny moſt of the inſtances of water-bap- 
tiſm in the New Teſtament.” ! ?— Yea 

more, A Papiſt likewiſe may find ſuch 
learned quibbles of no ſmall fervice—— 
He may tell us that ſince the primitive 
chriſtians went not into the water, but 
only towards it when they were baptized, 
it is very probable that they were not all 
baptized with water, but that many of 
them might be baptized with wine, oil, 
or ſome other liquid. This is our au- 
thor's p/ain inference : Now let us hear 
his very modeſt concluſion: He adds, 
„And I am ſure a Papiſt will have as 
much reaſon to argue % as Mr. C——— 
has to think, That our Lord went to the 
brink of Fordan for Fobn ta pour water 
upon him with his hand”! ! /-———[ beg leave 
here to obſerve what a certain writer has 
remarked, which as it evinces I am by 
no means ſingular in this my folly, ſo alſo 
tament rendered [at] and e rw Topdoyn may moſ? juſtly 
be rendered AT the river 2 ; and ſo, the whole 
ſtrength of the argument, from John's baptizing TN 
Jordan, evaporates at once.”----See a pamphlet enti- 


tled © Dipping not the only ſcriptural and primitive 
manner of Baptizing.“ page 26. „ 


622) 
it may appear that our reaſons are not 
quite ſo weak, as it pleaſed ſome people 
to repreſent. The proper meaning of the 
Greek phraſe is at Jordan; expreſſing the 
place where John was baptizing, by way 
of diſtinction from the place, whence 
Chriſt came to be baptized of him. It is 
the very fame phraſe that is uſed by 
the Greet interpreters, where David tells 
Solomon, that Sh;me; came down to meet 
him at Jordan. Whence it appears that 
Chriſt might go down to Jordan, and ſo 
come up from the river after he was bap- 
tized by John at Jordan; and yet never 
have been ſo much as n Jordan“. How- 
ever, we only argue that it cannot be 
proved that he was dipped. Paſs we on 
to hear our author farther advance: 
«© Theſe curious ſophiſms (ſays he) are in 
no wiſe unfavorable to the cauſe of In- 
ſidelity. They manifeſtly tend to ſup- 
port a charge of ambiguity and imperfec- 
tion againſt the ſcriptures ; and whatever 
does ſo muſt be exceedingly friendly to 
the intereſts of Deiſm.” According to 
this, whoever doubt, or heſitates, about 1 
di Pping « as efſential to Brain muſt be a 
* Pzdo-Baptiſin defended unf Dr, Gill par 4 
cond, page 74 and 5. | 
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| +;jend to Dein and a ſupport to Inſde- 
| 455 1 I Such 18 ad e 1 
againſt me in the public court; yet, heavy 
as it is, and notwithſtanding the authority 
by which it is ſupported, I ſtill have 
confidence enough to believe, that with 
the candid and impartial, I ſhall be 
brought in Not Guilty. I do therefore 
chearfully leave my cauſe with the pub- 
hc. Mr. R ſeems a little out 
of humor with his opponent becauſe he 
had diſcovered ſo much want of Candoxr 
and ingenuity” as to infinuate that it is 
by no means certain that Philip immerſed 
the Eunuch. Indeed he remains ſtill of 
the ſame mind. And he fhould have re- 
membered, that the arguments of his op- 
ponent there, turn upon the circum- 
ſtances of adminiſtration; as his going 
down into the water, and coming up out of 
it, which being faid as much of Philip as 
of the Eunuch, we concluded that theſe 
terms cannot, neceſſarily, ſignify being 
put under the water, and / coming up 
out of it according to that notian. I am 
ſtill of opinion there is ſome force in the 
concluſion, and my oppoſer ſeems to al- 
low it; for he ſays, © We do not how- 
ever plead that the Eunuch was dipped 


merely 


- 


624 
merely becauſe it is ſaid that he went into 
the water, but becauſe it is added that 


Philip baptized him there; Which in our 
opinion means nothing leſs than that he 


dipped him“. Very well Sir, then 
the debate between us 1s .reduced to the 
ſenſe of the word Baptize, which, there- A 
fore, we ſhall proceed to offer ſome re- 3 
marks upon; and it cannot be a difagree- 
able circumſtance to our Reviewer and his 
friend that we profeſs to enquire into the 
meaning thereof, and eſtabliſh its import 
principally on the authority of the New 
Teftament ; for we can't but think, with 
Dr. H2ll, that The ſenſe of a ſcripture 
word is not to be taken from the uſe of 
it in ſecular authors, but from the uſe of 
it in the ſcripture. What Baptizo (to 
baptize) ſignifies among Greek writers 
and what interpretation Critics and Lex- 
icons do accordingly give of it, is not 
much to the purpoſe in this caſe to diſ- 
pute, when the ſenſe in which it is uſed 
by the Penmen of Scripture may other 
wiſe be plainly determined from ſcripture 


itſelf.” Now, if upon examination, it 
| may 
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* Page 12. 
Dr. Wall's Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, vol. 2d, p. 
219. | 


may be made to appear that theſe ſacred pen- 
men uſed the word baptize whether or no 
there was immerſion in the caſe, it can't 
be thought raſh in us, or in any, to aſſert 
that dipping is not eſſential to baptiſn 
That ſuch is our opinion has been de- 
clared, and that we are not ſingular here- 
in, or take up the notion without ſcrip- 
ture precedent, the following inſtances 
ſhall bear witneſs for us; and we truſt, 
with ſome, their teſtimony will not be 
haſtily excepted againſt nor totally diſre- 
garded, if they are found to have any 
weight——< The word to baptize is uſed 
fimply for to waſh, Mark 7, 4, whence _ 
Paul mentions diverſe baptiſms” (Benedic. 
Pictet. p. 928 (mihi) “ Baptiſm and 
to baptize are ufed in holy ſcripture either 
properly, or in a metaphorical manner, 
properly they ſignify in general any wajſh- 
ing as well as immer on (Gerard, vol. 4, 
p. 415)----Another famous writer, whoſe 
learning 1s celebrated by the accurate 
Monſ. Bayle, and whom, therefore, our 
opponents may allow knew ſomething of 
language, ſays, * The word fan3itcdlz, 
to be baptized, ſignifies in ſcripture phraſe 
not only to be immerſed, but alſo to be 
ſprinkled; to baue water applied to the 
C 25 RO 


| a6. J- 
ſubect; to be waſhed. Hen. Alting. vol. 
3 b. 312. Bapto and Baptizo, the 
words from which baptiſm is derived, 
properly mean to apply water to any thing; 
to waſh ; a very evident example of which 
ſignification we have in Luke 11, 38. 
Mar. 7, 4. Heb. 9, 10*. Dr. Owen ſays 
& No one inſtance can be given in the 
ſeripture wherein Baptizo doth neceſſarily 
fignify either to dip or plunge, 1. It 
doth not ſignify properly to dip or plunge, 
for that in Greek is <farrw and - 
| Banrige., 2. It no where ſignifies to dip 
but as a mode of, and in order to waſn- 
ing. 3. It fignifies, the dipping of the 
finger, or the leaſt touch of the water, and 
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| not plunging the whole body. 4. It ſi _ 
© Afes allo to waſh, in good authors F. — 

| | The Doctor Hs indeed, that the an- ; 
[| cients uſed to baptize both grown perſons 
if and children oftentimes by dipping, but 

| they affirmed it neceſſary to dip em na- 
ked, and that three times; ut not one 
= ever denied pouring water to be lawful.- -- 
1 Archbiſhop Tillotſon alſo, one of the 
i | names which compoſe the liſt in a certain 
4 review, ſays, That the putting off their 
1 5 | garments 
tl | | * Vid. Synopſin purioris Theologiz, p. 601. 
1 I Dr. Owen on Infant Baptiſm and * 


E 
garments ſignified the putting off the body 
of ſin.” Serm. on 2 Tim. 2, 19. Mr. 
Richards ſhould, therefore, have told us 
the whole that he ſaid upon the point in 
the place quoted by him; but rh part 
of his teſtimony he thought proper to 
omit. However, after all, I would aſk, 
What end does his train of names anſwer ? 
What ſupport do Zhey give to-brs cauſe 
who denies Infant Baptiſm, which theſe 
perſons quoted by him fo ſtrenuouſly argue 
For? It muſt be owned, I think, when 
our opponents have made the moſt of em 
hey can, upon their principles, they are 
but Half converts to the right“. And 
whereas the quantity of water uſed in the 
ordinance is, in our view, ſo trifling a 
matter, we have ſtill a claim to the bef 
half of their teſtimony; which, if we 
were to produce in our turn, I believe 
ſome folks would not be highly pleaſed 
with it, any more than they would find 
it an eaſy matter to anſwer their argu- 
ments f. We go on to obſerve, That the 
2 above 


* Dr. Young. „ „ 
+ *© Chriſt no where requireth dipping, but only bap- 
tizing ; which word (as Heſychius, Stephanus, Scapula, 
and Budeus, the great maſters of the Greek ton zue, 
make good by very many inſtances and allegations out 
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( 28 ) 
above paſſages, referred to ſo unanimouſly 
by the. fore-cited authors, do give ſome 
eountenance to the cauſe for which they 
are brought, we think may appear to men 
of calmneſs and candor who duly conſi- 
der them without prepoſſeſſion or preju- 
dice. The whole paſſage in Mark reads 


thus, And when they faw ſome of his 
diſciples eat bread with defiled (that 1s to 


ſay with unwaſhed) hands, they found 


fault, for the Phariſees and all the Jews, 


except they waſh their hands oft, eat not, 
holding the tradition of the elders. And 
when they come from the market, except 
they waſh Þ:--%ra. they eat not. And 
many other things there be, which they 
have received to hold, as the waſhing 
(baptiſmos, bapriſms) of cups and pots, 
brazen veſſels and of tables,” or, as the 
word ſignifies, beds or couches. In Luke 
11, 37, 38, we read, And as he ſpake, 
a certain Phariſee beſought him to dine 
with him ; and he went in and fat down 
to meat. And when the Phariſee ſaw it 

he 


of claſſic writers) importeth no more than ablution, or 
waſhing, which may be done withou? dipping Dr. 
Featly, author of the Dippers Dipped, a piece which 
I have not ſeen, and am, therefore, indebted to Mr. 
Leigh's Critica Sacra for this quotation, 


(I 


tion has it, waſhed | viz. as to his han 
before dinner whence it ſeems clear, and, 
to us, ſufficiently evident, that the ſacred 


he marvelled, that he had not firſt been 


waſhed (B h baptized) before dinner” 


Here we find ſome of the Phariſees 
murmuring againſt the diſciples and againſt 
their maſter for the ſame cauſe, that is 
for eating bread with unwaſnen hands; ſo 
ſays Mark of the diſciples. Luke ſpeak- 
ing of the ſame thing concerning Chriſt, 
expreſſes it by ſaying they marvelled he 
had not been baptized, or, as our tranſla- 


Penmen uſe the word 4aptize for any kind 
of waſhing in general, by no means con- 


 fining it to the dipping or immerſion of the 


whole body in water; yea, comparing Luke 
with Mark, it ſeems plain that according 
to their repreſentation of this matter, a 
perſon may very properly be. faid to be 
baptized who has water applyed to a part 
of the body only, and conſequently we 
may denote a perſon to be rightly baptized 
who has water poured upon his face in 
the adminiſtration of that ſacred ordi- 
nance. — I! our opponents reply that 
neither of the Evangeliſts are here ſpeak- 

N 
. Pariet idem hic declarat atque ry No- 
bas XeprimTty ut diximus. Mar, 7.4. Beza. 
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„% 
ing of that holy ordinance, but of the 
wathings of the ſuperſtitious Phariſees, 
we grant it readily enough, but then we 
affirm too that in ſpeaking of theſe waſh- 
ings the word is uſed by which this New 
Feſtament ordinance is expreſſed, and 
conſequently we may. argue from them to 
the mode of its adminiſtration ; which is 
all we bring them for 
opponents ſeeing the validity of theſe ar- 


guments, - have in order to evade their 


force endeavoured to perſuade themſelves 


that the Jews always after coming from 


market, or before meat, p/unged their 
whole bodies in water; but, as Dr. Wall, 
well argues, It is inconceivable, and 
an impracticable thing for men that live 
near a market, and have frequent occa- 


ſions to go in and out, eſpecially ſer- 


vants and officers of the market, who 
muſt go into it ſeveral times in a day, 
to undreſs and dip themſelves as often 
as they eat“. From all theſe things we 


Mill think that we have ſome appearance 


of reaſon on our fide when we do not own 
ourſelves convinced, that Baptizing muſt 
ngnify Dipping. Yea, Mr. Richards's 
aſſertion has not removed our ſcruples, 
though 1 in concert with his northern bro- 

ther, 


Dr. Walls Defence, pagę 115. 
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ther, he has had the —— to tell us that 
Men can no more be baptized by print 
ing or pouring, than they can eat the 
Lord's ſupper by ſeeing or ſinellingx 11% 
Juſt before this bold flouriſh the ſame _ 
writer remarks that The tranſlators, in 
other caſes, have rendered the primitive 
word Bapto by the Engliſh word dip, 
whenever it occurs in the New Teſta- 
ment; and had they (fays he) in like 
manner tranſlated it when expreſſive of 
this ordinance, every one would have 
known what action our Lord enjoins, 
when he ſays, baptizing them.” ——Why 
did not Mr. Richards, or his learned 
friend, tell us where Bapto is uſed as ex- 
preſſive of the ordinance of baptiſm 2? —— 
We can find 20 ſuch place in the New . 
Teſtament, any more than many who 
have gone before us Dr. Doddridge © 
tells us that Bapto is ever uſed for 
Baptiſm,” and argues that as Baptizo is 
derived from Bapto “It may in this di- 
minutive form ſignify any method of waſh- 
ing r! Dr. Guiſe ſpeaks in concert 
with the above when he tells us that 
«© Baptizo, the word conſtantly uſed for 
baptizing, ſignifies any fort of waſhing, 
1 3 


* Review, page 17. 
+ Dodd, Lec. page 5 14. 
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( 32 ) 


a often 1 ; not being eb 
to dipping as its primitive (Bapto) is; but 
this. laſt word, fays he, is never : ſed 10 


expreſs baptizing®*.” There are two more 


inſtances wherein our author. has put in 
his exceptions againſt our plea, that bap- 


tiſm may be adminiſtered without immer- 
fion, and which we ſhall now take notice 


of. The firſt relates to the caſe of the 
three thouſand mentioned, Acts 2. con- 


| cerning whom, our Reviewer ſays, with 


becoming modeſty, that The Baptiſts do 
not pretend to know who baptized them, 
and inſinuates his doubts whether they 
were all baptized in one day or not. I 
am fo well pleaſed with this humility 
that I am not at all diſpoſed to controvert 
that point any further with him; being 
willing to come fo Bis own terms; other- 


wile, I profeſs I ſhould ſtill have had my 


doubts, although Mr. R has told 


us that he himſelf did once baptize about 


twenty perſons in lefs than half an hour. 


The other inſtance refers to Paul's ex- 
preſſions (Heb. 9, 10) n re Ban- 
tiſmois ** diverſe baptiſms. And we can- 
not think our author s reaſons are alto- 


gether 


* Guiſe Paraph. on Matt. 1d. 
+ 8 page 14. 


33) 


gether ſo 1 here, as in the. bots 
caſe, notwithſtanding he has delivered his 
thoughts upon the ſubject, in the words 
of a 8 ſenſible northern writer“. This 
— tells us The Baptiſms men- 
tioned in Heb. 9, 10. were not every kind 
of waſhing, but the diverſe baptiſms pre. 
ſeribed by the law for unclean perſons” 
-T 8 the apoſtle ſpeaks of unclean 
e in Heb. 9, we allow, * that he 
does ſo in the tenth verſe has not yet 
been made evident, and we think our au- 
hor: ſhould have done this before he atr 
tempted to argue as he has done upon the 
point, elſe we may aſk © Whom, does his 
arguing reprove? But, to be ſure, his 
method 55 wy non 1 the apoſtle in . 
i s of diverſe baptiſms ;——— 
3 I think, 75 that he has 
principally in view the diverſe waſhings 
of the prieſts, „for they were perfons 
G 9 AP 


* Review, page 29. | 

+*© The Apoltle ſeems to have a particular en 
unto the waſhmg of the priefts, and of the o 
the court ef the eee before the altar: For — 
were ſuch, as without which the gifts and ſacrifices 
5 not be rightly offered unto God,” ov Owen 
3X loc. | 
| Jo what manner the prieſts were to Fae" when "= 
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who had to officiate in the ſanctuary, in 
behalf of the N who offered both 


gifts and ſacrifices, as mentioned v. 9; 
however at verſe 13th taking notice of 


the unclean he ſpecifies the manner in 


which their purification was performed, 


telling us that they were ſprinkled with 


the blood of bulls and of goats and the 
aſhes of an heifer, which 1 1s diſcourſed-at 
and from 
this mentioning of the unclean, Mr. R- 
and his affociate argue that the Baptiſms 
ſpoken of at v. 10 were thoſe vrefcribed 
FF unclean perſons. What neceſſity was 
there then, I aſk, for thoſe gentlemen to 
illuſtrate their commentary with the fol- 


| * learned criticiſm, taken from Lev. 


6, 7 © Thus the prieſt ſhall / Bapſei/ 


ay his finger in the blood, and / Proſra- 


ner} ſprinkle of the blood ſeven times 
before the Lord---before the vail of the 
ſanctuary- and ſhall /Ekcher} pour all 
the blood of the bullock at the bottom 


.of the altar of the burnt offering.” Upon 
reading 50 1 could hardly forbear ex- 


3 


went into the tabernacle of the congregation is expreſely 
declared in Exod. 30. 18, 19, 5 21----and which, 


therefore,” ought to be notice 7 the reader and com- 
8 


pared with chis diſputed paſſage of our Apoſtle. 


E 


ca in the ſtyle of. our author, 
Cs What, in the name of wonder,” would: 
our critics, be at? The Baptiſms men- 
tioned Heb. 9. 10. mean (they ſay) not. 
every kind of waſhing but thoſe pre- 
ſcribed by the law for unclean perſons. 
What was this then to the caſe of the. 
prieſts who finned through ignorance? Why. 
muſt they be brought in? To tell us, I 
ſuppoſe, it is one 8 to dip and another 
to ſprinkle and again another to pour!“ 
his, to beffure, we never doubted, 
though we are fir enough from believing. 
that to baptize and to dip are ſynonymous | 
terms and neceſſarily imply the ame, 
thing. Before we are convinced of. this, 
reaſons muſt be adduced more cogent and 
powerful than any we are yet acquainted, 
with. However we very chearfully leaye 
others to judge for themſelves ; and ſhall 
only add That if, after all that has been 
ſaid, any ſtill think it their indiſpenſible 
duty to baptize by immerſion only; let them 
by all means thus baptize: But then, we 
beſeech them to forbear all ſevere cen- 
ſuring of thoſe, who are not dipt. Let 
them not repreſent us as perſons unbap- 
tized- withdraw from our churches---- 
ref uſe communion with us at the common ta- 


G2 - > 


een ; 
ble of our Lord, upon ſo trifling a dif- 
ference. This, ſurely, were to diſbonor 
our ſacred religion; and too naturally 
brings not only chriſtian baptiſm, but 
chriſtianity itſelf, into manifeſt contempt 
and, indeed, to us, It ſeems not 
a little range, that ſome, who profeſs 
to think feely in religion, ſhould lay ſo 
great fireſs upon baptiſm by dipping only 
hat they make it to enter into the 
very eſſence of chriſtianebaptiſm That 
they think it juſtifiable to break off from 
the churches of their fellow chriſtians 
purely on this account---And can, with- 
out a ſmile, hear the few brethren of 
that way ſpeaking of themſelves as the 
only bep tized chriſtians ; ; and looking 
the whole chrijtian world, befides them 
felves, as matter of” chriſtian -bap=- 
tifin; as being much upon a level with 
Hottentots and Pagans.”'——* If others 
can juſtify themſelves in /wch meaſures, 
= on ſuch grounds, we leave them to 
the fruits of their ritual zeal and 
tel the world at large, that, for our parts 
Me bave not fo learned cri. * 


? Dipping not ticks only ſcriptural and primitive man- 
ee Baptizing, p. 31 and 42. 
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On the Nature, uſe and defign- of Baptiſm 
whence it is argued that Behevers and 
eie Children are the Ane of 4 1. ”—_ 


1THERTO, in attempting: ro-main= 
tain our principles, (which every 
honeſt man has a right to do as well as'he 
is able) we have been engaged in defenet 
of our former opinion that Dipping and 
Baptiſm, are not terms of the fame” in- 
port, and conſequently that the latter may 
be, where the former is not; how we 
have ſucceeded in our endeavours, belongs 
not to ourſelves, but to others, to deter- 
mine. We ſhall now proceed to conſider 
what we think to be the nature, uſe and 
deſign of Baptiſm as repreſented by the 
Apoſtles. And as we very readily owny 
with Mr. Wilſon; that 5 It is an ordi- 
nance: of Jeſus Chriſt, and of ftanding 
uſe in the church of „as appears from 
the nature of the inſtitution when rightly 
underſtood;“ ſo we ſhall lay before the 
reader our views of it as follows. In 
purſuit, then, * our deſign we ſhall pro- 
ceed 


: 


HE 
ceed to examine the Apoſtle Peter's decla- 
ration Acts 2. 38, .39----where he ſays, 
* Repent and be e every one of 

Fou in the name of Jeſus Chriſt, for 

the remiſſion of fins, and ye hall re- 

ceive the gift of the Holy Ghoſt. For 
the 0 is to you 1 to your chil- 
dren and to all that are afar off, even 
as many as the Lord our God ſhall call.” 
That theſe words are to the purpoſe 
for which we cite them we ſhall endea- 
vour to make appear in the following 
manner, ſhewing iſt, that children here 
intend their infant offspring——2. That 
the Gentiles are deſigned by that expreſ—- 
fon all that are afar off &c.——zdly. 

That by the promiſe is meant that illuſ- 

trious covenant-promiſe made to Abra- 

ham, the father of the faithful whether 

Jews or Gentiles.—- That by children we 

are underſtand their infant ſeed, appears 

to us for theſe reaſons. Firſt, becauſe it 
ſeems to ſuit the deſign of the Apoſtle in 
comforting theſe diſtreſſed people, who 
now were under the greateſt conſternation, 
not only for themſelves, but on account 
of the horrid imprecation they had ut- 
tered, ſaying His blood be upon us and 
our children.” Matt. 27. 25. 


4 


Secondly, 


46 = 


| Secondly,” becauſe the terms in- which 
the promiſe is delivered, ſeem expreſſive 


of their immediate intereſt in it upon 
their parents evangelical repentance, << The 
promiſe i to you and your children.“ 
Whereas, upon the principle of our op- 
onents, the interpretation muſt be ex- 
preſſed after this manner The promiſe 
7s to you and fall be to your 'chuldren 
when they believe.” Thus, Mr. Wilſon 
ſays, By children then I apprehend 
muſt be meant their offspring when calls 
ed. And a little further on he tells us; 
«© Encouragement was given to their off- 
ſpring, that with the ſame experience,” or 
when called, they might look for the 
ſame privileges.” But, ſurely, this was 
no more than he might have ſaid con- 
cerning the children of Annas, or Cai- 
phas, the ungodly jewiſh proeftep: or of 
Pontius Pilate the unjuſt judge What 
relief, therefore, this could miaiiter, unto 
the minds of people in their fituation, 
who were under dreadful apprehenſions 
upon the account of their former conduct 
and horrid imprecation, I ſay what com 
fort it could yield them in regard to the 
ne aa of their diſtreſs I cannot ice. 


T. birds 


5 (4) N 

TDpybiradhy, the Apoſtle ſeems evidently to 
mention their children as an additional 
argument to excite them to comply with 


his exhortation. The promiſe is to 


you and to your children; whereas if 

their children were no more concerned 
therein than heathens till they believed, I 
cannot ſee what weight it ſhould add to 


his addreſs. 2. By thoſe ** afar off we 
think the Gentiles are intended, for the 
following reaſons. Fir, becauſe the de- 


ſcription exactly ſuits the Apoſtle Paul's 
repreſentation of them in oppoſition to 
the Jews, whom he deſcribes as being 
nigh; ſpeaking of Chriſt, he fays, —— 


«© That he migh 


t reconcile both unto 


God in one body by the croſs, having 
ain the enmity thereby; and came and 
preached peace to you which were afar of, 
and to Z7hem that were nigh*,” Now 
therefore ye are no more ſtrangers and fo- 


reigners but fellow citizens with the 
ſaints, and of the houſhold of God!. 


Into this community of privileges the 


Gentiles were brought by the Goſpel.--- 


The perſonal miniſtry of Chriſt was co 


fin d, we know, amongſt the Jews, but 


* Epheſians 2nd. 


he preached theſe glad tidings unto 


them 


- 


1 
them by his miniſters, and we think his 
gracious proclamation was iſſued forth by 
Peter's voice ſpeaking under the influ- 
ence of his bleſſed ſpirit— We, there- 
fore, think that exception in a certain 
review, of no weight, That the Gen- 
tiles could not be intended, becauſe upon 
that ſuppoſition Peter muſt ſpeak what he 
did not underſtand.” Might it not as well 
be argued that when Chriſt gave them 
his commiſſion to preach the goſpel to all 
nations, that only the Jews ſcattered about 
in all the world were the objects of that 
commiſſion ?. As, we know, it was ſome 
time before they underſtood i it in any other 
light, fee Ads 10. 28. © . 
Secondly, becauſe all the Jews whether 
dwelling in the land of Judea or not, are 
repreſented as being nig, in reference 
unto ſpiritual privileges which they had 
—_ enjoyed above all other people 1 in the 
d, and, therefore, how any of them 
could be 7 to be far of, in the ſenſe 
of ſcripture, is what I cannot compre- 
hend. See Paul's deſcription of Jenn 
and Gentiles, Eph. 2. 11, to the end. | 
3. We ſhall now give our reaſons why 
we conceive that the promiſe here men- 


tioned refers to that illuſtrious goſpel pro- 
+ - mile 


64) 
miſe made to Abraham. We apprehend . 
it muſt mean either the promiſe contained 
in the Abrahamic covenant, or the pro- 
miſe of the fpirit, in his miraculous in- 
fluences expreſſed in that of Joel. That 
it was not the latter, excluſively, without 
any reference to the former, appears to us, 
Firſt, becauſe the Apoſtle, we think, had 
intimated the accompliſhment of that pro- 
phecy, in great part, in the extraordinary 
and miraculous effects of the holy ſpirit 
which fell upon them. Standing up to | 
vindicate his brethren he ſays “ Thefe 
are not drunken as ye ſuppoſe But 
this is that which was ſpoken by the Pro- 
pbet Foel, &c.” Which, he argues, was 
an atteſtation of the fact that Jeſus Chriſt. 
was raiſed from the dead and had fulfilled 
the promiſes made unto his Apoſtles 
(compare v. 32, 33. with Acts 1. 4. alfo 
John 14. 16, 17, 26---15. 26---16. 13, 
14) And as we are told that Chriſt hath 
redeemed us from the curſe of the law 
=== That the bleſſing of Abraham might 
come on the Gentiles through 3 
Chriſt; that we might receive the 


duale of the ſpirit through faith (Gal. 15 | 
13, 14) ſo we think the Abrahamic cove- 


nant promiſe 1s here principally defigned, 
the 


that all t 


TY 


the bleſſings of which are ſecured to us 


by the Joh of Chriſt, and that there- 


fore the Gentiles. as well as Jews were 


no intereſted-in all the privileges of the 


goſpel diſpenſation, both as to the ex- 


| traordinary as well as common influences, 


of the holy ſpirit, the former ſo far and 
in ſuch inſtances as Divine wiſdom ſaw 


neceſſary; the latter as the common pri- 
vilege of all the faints——and if infants 
are capable of being made meet for hea- 
ven, I ſuppoſe it will be granted that 
meetneſs (call ĩt by what name you pleaſe) | 
is the effect of the ſpirit's agency in ac- 
compliſhing the purpoſe of God towards 

them; conſequently their intereſt in the 


promiſe is a moſt SRO circum- 


ſtance : 
Secondl there is no evidence, I think, 
28 multitude were endowed with 

the ſpirit in his miraculous influences, 


but a ſtrong preſumption to the contrary, 


for what we read juſt after, ſeems to de- 


ſcribe them in no way different from that 


which was the honor and privilege of all be- 
lievers in common——* And they con- 
tinued ſtedfaſtly in the Apoſtles doctrine 
and fellowſhip, and in breaking of bread, 
in prayers. And fear came upon 


every uy, and many wonders and ſigns 


FE were 


( 44 ) 
were done by the Apoſtles.” But no no- 
tice is taken of this, in regard to the 
three thouſand, which ſeems a plain in- 
timation that it was not the common pri- 
vilege of all that number. Thzrdly, had 
the promiſe here, intended that of the 
ſpirit in his miraculous powers only, as it 
was to as many as the Lord our God 
ſhould call, then none could have any 
evidence that they were called of God but 
ſuch as were thus endowed. But there is 
no proof that this was the caſe in regard 
to all the Jews who believed ſhould we 
even ſuppoſe, with Mr. Richards, that the 
Gentiles are not meant by thoſe afar off. 

—— The opinion that Mr. Wilſon formed 
upon theſe words is ſomewhat remarka- 
ble. He cannot deny but they are of an 
encouraging nature, and he argues for it 
in this way, Encouragement, ſays he, 
was given to their offspring, that with the 
ſame experience, or when called, they 
might look for the ſame privileges.” Then 
t Mr. Richards, as Mr. Wilſon is no 
more, ſhew us, if he can, that a// the 
Jews were upon their being called, /o pri- 
vileged, if the promiſe here intends that 
of the ſpirit's miraculous powers only; 


which, 


1 — 
which, he 375 it did“. Upon theſe 
accounts, then, we reject the notion that 
the promiſe here refers to that of Joel 
only, or excluſively, and argue that it re- 
fers to the grand promiſe contained in the 
Abrahamic covenant: In this we are far- 
ther confirmed by the following reaſons. 
---Firſt, becauſe that covenant muſt have 
been diſannulled upon the ſuppoſition 
that believers children were caſt out; 
whereas we are told it was confirmed of 
God in Chriſt, and that the law could not 
make it void when it was introduced four 
hundred and thirty years after it was eſta- 
bliſhed ; ſtrange that it ſhould make it 
void then, at its abrogation. 'Tis known 
that this promiſe was eſtabliſhed with 
Iſaac as a covenant, God ſaying, I wilt 
eſtabliſh my covenant with him for an 
everlaſting covenant; and with his ſeed 
after him+.” And 'tis very obſervable 
what Paul ſays to the gentile chriſtians at 
Galatia Now we brethren as Iſaac was, 
are the children of promiſe, and, if the 
promiſe ran to him and his feed, and we 
Gentiles be the children of the promiſe. 
even as he was; the inference, I ſhould 


think 


* 8 page 3oth, 
4 Gen. 17, 1 


B 
think, is plain, and, upon this view, I 
only beg leave to obſerve, that nothing 
could be a greater comfort and encourage- 
ment unto theſe people as to the whole of 
their diſtreſs, for themſelves and their 
—— £ —_ 
Secondly, becauſe, as for the reaſons. 
above given, we judge that by thoſe afar 
aff the Gentiles are meant, and that the 
gift of the Holy Ghoſt does not here ſig- 
nify his miraculous powers merely, ſo we 
read that the bleſſing of Abraham is come 
upon both Jews and Gentiles. Gal. 3. 
That promiſe, then, as containing all the | 
bleſſings of the goſpel, of which believ- 
ers and their ſeed were reſpectively capa- 
ble, and to whom therefore with the ut- 
moſt propriety it might be apply'd, is, we 
think, what the Apoſtle deſigns.— 
= Therefore, although Mr. Wilſon could 
4 not fee how the promiſe could be claimed 
= but by believers, we think it evident that 
behevers could claim it for themſelves and 
their infant offspring, and that upon. the i 
Warrant of the Apoſtle, in the way, and | 
on the grounds now pleaded for. We 
fhall now proceed to examine thoſe two 
famous places ſo often quoted, and with 
ſo much confidence, to ſupport the prac- 
| tice 


—: 


tice of dipping, and alſo to maintain the 


alluſion of being buried with Chriſt in 
baptiſm by immerfion, as neceſſary for Be- 
lievers to obſerve. The firſt is Rom. 6. 


« Know ye not that ſo many of us as were 


baptized into Feſus Chriſt were baptized 
into his death ? Therefore we are buried with 
him by baptiſm into death, that like as Chriſt 


was raiſed from the dead by the glory of © 


Father, even ſo we alſo ſhould walk in new- 
neſs of life. For if we have been planted 
Together in the likeneſs of his death; we 
ſhall be alſo in the likeneſs of his reſurrec- 


. tion; knowing this that our old man # 


crucified with him, that the body of n 


might be deſtroyed, that henceforth wwe 
ſhould not ſerve fin.”— ——Now the -quet- 
tion before us is, What is the deſign of 


the Apoſtle in this place? Is it to re- 


„ 


preſent the allufion there is between the 
mode of baptiſm and the burial and refur- 
rection of Chriſt? If ſo why not go 
through with the Apoſtle's argument and 
as we are ſaid to be crucified with him, uſe 
the ſign of the croſs allo? Mr. R 
Was very liberal in his reflexions on 


his opponents aſſerting that they had no 


more reaſon for their practice than the 


Papiſts for their fooleries (ſuch is his lan- 


ouage!) 


1 
* 


(SY) = 
guage !) We aſk him then to tell us, if the 
Apoſtle is carrying on the alluſion be- 
tween the mode of baptiſm and the burial 
of Chriſt, why he does not follow up the 


compariſon of believers conformity to 


Chriſt through all the circumſtances ad- 
duced by him ?——But, to us, it is evi- 
dent that the Apoſtle is arguing on the 
nature of a believer's union to Chriſt, and 
hence proving that he is dead to fin, and 
alive unto God through Jeſus Chrift ; it 
ſeems, therefore, moſt reaſonable to con- 
clude, according to the nature of the ſub- 
ject, that the Apoſtle's alluſion © buried 
with him by baptiſm into death,” is to be 
referred to the burial of the body of fin 

called our old man which is crucified with 
Chriſt, v. 6, rather than to the manner 
of adminiſtering the ordinance of baptiſm 
by immerſion ; ſurely we are equally 
engaged to this, whatever be the quantity 
of water uſed in our chriſtian baptiſm ?_ 
Nor could 7:vers or ſeas, effect this death 
_ unto fin without union to Chriſt. That 
being the /ubje# the Apoſtle evidently 
handles, it ſeems to us a very /efſening 
idea to bring down his argument to allude 
to the quantity of water uſed in Baptiſm, 
admitting we were burzed in the river Jor- 


dang : 


( 49 1 ; 
dan, or, if you will, plunged i in the act 


South Sea.- 


From this view of the Pang 


fag e in its connexiom, we are, therefore, 


fully of opinion with Dr. Owen who ſays 


„There is not one word, nor one ex- 


preſſion, that mentions any reſemblance 
between dipping under water, and the 
death and burial of Chriſt, nor one word 
that mentions a reſemblance between our 


_ riſing out of the water and the reſurrection 


of Chriſt, Our being buried with him by 
_ baptiſm into death (verſe 4th) is our being 
planted to gether in the likeneſs of his death 
(verſe 5th). Our being planted together 
in the likeneſs of his death, is not our 
being dip'd under water, but the crucify- 


ing of the old man (verſe 6th), Our be- 


ing raiſed up with Chriſt from the dead, 
is not our riſing from under the water, 
but our walking in newneſs of life, by 
virtue of the reſurrection of ' Chriſt.--- 
11 
| We pals on to 99 chat parallel 
place (Col. 2) which is likewiſe ſo often 
cited to prove that the Apoſtle alludes to 
immerſion; but, to me, it appears very 
inconcluſive, after the moſt impartial ſur- 
vey of the context, which alone can ena- 
* 1 


»Dr. Owen on Infant Baptiſm and Dipping. 
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„ 
ble us to form a right judgment of the 
- _ Apoſtle's argument. Paul exhorts the 
church at Coloſſe to Beware leſt any man 
phould ſpoil them through Philoſophy (viz. 
by attempting to mend their chriſtianity 
with its unſanctified aſſiſtance, which 
would, in that view, be found only to 
mar it and prove in the end unprofitable) 
and vain deceit (he calls them alſo to take 
heed not to walk) after the tradition of 
men, (as to any inſtance of vain converſa- 
tion, derived from their Pagan anceſtors, 
or the fond conceits of Jewiſh ſuperſti- 
tion, but to avoid every appearance thereof, 
which was) after the rudiments of the © 
 woorld and not after (the mind and will of) 
Crit; (and unto this exhortation they 
had every reaſon to conform themſelves 
from the confideration of the dignity of 
his character, and the glory of his per- 
fon) For in him dwelleth all the fulneſs of 
the Godhead bodily. And ye are compleat 
in him (both as to perſonal acceptance and 
_ ſpiritual privileges) who zs the head of all 
Principality and power. In whom alſo ye 
are circumciſed with the circumciſion made 
without hands, in putting off the body of 
the fins of the fleſh by the circumciſion of 
Chriſt. Buried with him in Baptiſm, &c. 
4 This 


(„ E 
This whole paſſage taken in its cone . 


ſenſe (and without a due attention to 
ſcripture in its connexion, what hypo- 
theſis is ſo extravagant that may not be 
countenanced? But, keeping this in view, 
the place before us,) teaches us how per- 

fectly believers are compleat in Chriſt, in 

oppoſition to all that Jeiſb zealots might 
alledge when they urged the neceſſity of 
circumciſion for their children and the 

obſerving of the Moſaic ritual; for the 
Apoſtle ſo argues as to evince that % Be. 
lievers under the New Teſtament, have 
loſt nothing, no privilege that was en- 
joyed by them under the old. Many 
things they have gained, and thoſe of un- 
ſpeakable excellency, but they have % 
nothing at all. Whatever they had of 
privilege in any ordinance, that is conti- 


nued; and whatever was of burden or 


bondage that is taken away“. In this 
view we think the Apoſtle's arguments 
appear with all their force, and his rea- 
ſoning moſt convincing, to eſtabliſh the 
church at Coloſſe in the doctrine of the 
goſpel, as gloriouſly anſwering every end 
of acceptance and privilege that is worthy. 
of its exalted, its riſen head !——That 
3 cCirxrcum- 


* Dr. Owen on the Heb, vol. 2nd. p. 256. 


652) 
circumciſion was an ordinance of divine 
appointment is allowed on all hands; that 
it was apply'd to the Infant ſeed of be- 
lievers, both before and after the law of 
Moſes, is equally certain; that it belonged 
unto that covenant of promiſe which the 
law did not make void is, therefore, we 
ſhould think, a very natural concluſion ; 
and, added to all this, it maybe of ſome 
weight to obſerve that Divine inſtitu- 
tions ceaſe not without a Divine abroga- 
tion, Where they are once granted and 
erected by the authority of God, they 
can never ceaſe without an expreſs act 
of the /ame authority taking of them 
away. And this one conſideration is 
enough to confirm the grant of the ini- 
tial ſeal of the covenant - unto the pre- 
ſent ſeed of believers, which was once 
given by God himſelf, in the way of an 
inſtitution, and never by him revoked#.” 


Upon the whole, it appears to us on the 


moſt attentive and impartial conſideration 
of the above illuſtrious paſſages (viz. 
Rom. 6, and Col. 2) that nothing is 
there delivered, from which we can cer- 
 tainly infer that baptiſm was adminiſtered 
by mmmer/ion, much leſs that the ordi- 
ann „ nance 
Dr. Owen on Heb, vol. 3rd, chap, 7. p. 179. 
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nance 3s of ſuch a nature as that it ought 
not to be adminiſtered to the infant ſeed 
of believers ; but, on the contrary, very 
»werful reaſons to convince us that their 
right unto the ordinance is according to 
the mind of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. The 
arguments adduced are ſubmitted to the 
attention of the candid and impartial.--- 
Mr. Wilſon puts in his exceptions, ſay- 
ing a few things which he judged —_ 
rplex the ſcheme. he meant to oppoſe. 
* with him, however, that the 
« Circumeiſion made without hands in- 
tended the renewing influences of the 
Holy Ghoſt.” But when ſpeakin of the 
metaphor, buried with him in baptiſm, 
he Fx. <« This ſeemed much better to an- 
ſwer to immerſion than ſprinkling or 
pouring,” tis certain he ſhould firſt have 
proved that the Apoſtle by that term 
meant to refer to the adminiſtration of the 
ordinance. If he takes it for granted, 
there is no reaſon we ſhould take his ipſe 
dixit for proof. Let us, however, hear 
how he further reaſons upon this paſſage. 
This gentleman proceeds to inform us, 
«© That as in the ordinance of the ſupper * 
there is a believing memorial of Chriſt's 


Tove in his ſufferings and death; ſo in 
Baptimm, 


( 54) 

Baptiſm, the faint, by an eye of faith, is 
called to attend to his condeſcenſion when 
impriſoned in the grave, and his glory as 
a conqueror in breaking the bands of 
death ; in each of which he ſuſtained the 
character of the ſurety of the covenant, 
and head of the body——And as the ac- 
tions of breaking the bread, and pouring 
out the wine, are expreſſive of his. agony 
and death; the immerſion and rifing of 
the perſon baptized, might refer to his 
burial and reſurrection *, Whence, it 
ſeems, the Lord's ſupper is to be con- 
ſidered as a memorial of the ſufferings 
and death of Chriſt, and baptiſm to re- 
preſent his being impriſoned in the grave, 
and riſing as a conqueror breaking the 
bands of death; from which we are 
taught to conclude that here are two 
chriſtian ordinances appointed, not both of 
them to repreſent directly the ſame thing, 
but even more ſtrange ; the former to re- 
. preſent one half and the latter the other; 
accordingly, if our author's reaſoning is 
legitimate, every time we receive the 
Lord's ſupper we ſhould, I think, upon 
this principle alſo be baptized ; for how 
can we ſhew forth his death with any 
comfort 


* Pare. 18. 


„ 
comfort to our ſouls, or glory to God, 
unleſs we ſhew him forth as the congueror 
of death? We only beg leave further to 
ſubjoin; that the Apoſtle ſeems, to us, 
very plainly to indicate that baptiſm ſuc- 
ceeds circumciſion, and is therefore the 
_ privilege of believers and their children 
under the goſpel, as that was to Abraham 
and his offspring. Had not this been the 
caſe, we much wonder why he ſhould 
mention circumciſion at all when writing 
to Gentile converts, and arguing with 
them on the /ubjef of Baptiſin.— But 
_ conſidering the Fews, as he elſewhere re- 
_ preſents them, as broken of by their un- 
belief from all the privileges of the Abra- 
hamie covenant, and the Gentiles, who 
were as the wild olive grafted in, it was 
natural for him to ſhew in what manner 
the privileges of that covenant, as admi- 
niſtered under the goſpel, are conferred 
upon them. And, we think, if God 
intended their ſeed ſhould be excluded, 
notice would have been taken of it by the 
Apoſtle, whereas his arguments appear to 
us quite concluſive that it was to be with 
the ſeed of believers as aforetime; Mr. 
Wm, therefore, was undoubtedly 
in 


* Rom, 11, 15, 16, &c. 
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in the right when he ſaid, I thought if 
the Baptiſm of Infants under the goſpel 


was to be argued from circumciſion, the 


Apoſtle would- certainly have 8 ſome 


Bint of it We think he has, and a 
very broad one too.— 
ceed to take into conſideration, the com- 


miſſion given to the Apoſtles to baptize the 


nations, and alſo the repreſentation that 


_ gives us of the children of believ- 
parents Our antagoniſt ſeems con- 


aden theſe ſeriptures are not for us but 
gainſt us; en us then examine the truth 


„ . matter ſo far as we are able to : 


diſcern it. It will be proper, then, to 
begin with ſome conſiderations on what 


Mr. Richards has advanced to evince that 


children could not be included in the 


_commititon given to the Apoſtles to bap- 


tize all nations, He is by no means wil - 
ling to allow that the term 4. 1ſciples was 


ever apply'd to children, no not to the 


children of the Jews themſelves. «© We 
never meet, ſays this writer, with the 

diſtant hint that any of them ever 
9 that the word diſciples could be 


apply'd to their infants.” And adds, in 


a ſtrain we are too often wont to hear, 


« Such flagrant abuſe of words even the 
ancient 


Let us now pro- 
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e 5 
ancient Phariſees, it ſeems, had too much 
modeſty and good ſenſe to be guilty of &.“ 
Whether their mod?/ty-and good ſenſe 
was greater than ſome other folks, or not, 
I believe, no way effects the queſtion, - 
and therefore I ſhall not diſpute that mat- 
ter. But that the Jews were wont to. 
conſider their children, and the children 
of Proſelytes, as diſciples; and that the 
infants of believers may be likewiſe ſo 
termed with propriety, we {till imagine, 
notwithſtanding our Author is pleaſed to 
term it A droll and irrational ſenti- 
ment! Our antagoniſt, it ſeems, is a 
very warm oppoſer of the doctrine of in- 
ferencesÞ and analogy; and we need not. 
wonder at it; the reaſon is plain. His 
cauſe, in this- matter, requires it. 
However we think it perfectly conſiſtent - 
with good ſenſe, and good doctrine too, 
though the former, be eſtimated by lo- 
gical accuracy, and the latter be meaſured 
by ſcripture rule. —— We argue, that 
children are included in that term, as it 
appears, from Acts 15. 10, compared 
with Acts 21. 21. We are told in the 
context that Certain men which came 
down from Fudea (who it ſeems were of 


the 


See Review, p. 19. + Page 28. 
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1 


the ſect of the Phariſees which believed, 
v. 5) fraught the brethren, and ſaid, em- 

. rept ye be circumciſed after the manner of 
Maſes, ye cannot be ſaved. This princi- 
ple, Paul and Barnabas warmly oppoled, 
v. 2, and it was agreed that a meeting. 

of the Apoſtles and Elders, ſhould be 

held at Jerufalem, about this queſtion ; 
accordingly they came together for to 
conſider of this matter, v. 6. The iflue 
was that ſuch a procedure was not accord- 
ing to the mind of God, as Peter ar- 
gued, proving that the gentile converts 
were not firſt to be made Jews before 

they could become chriſtians, but as the 
Jews themſelves were delivered from the 
whole Mofaic economy, by the liberty 
wherewith Chriſt had made them free, ſo 

i it ill became them to think of bringing 

| them into that ſtate of bondage under 

4 which themſelves were formerly held, 

ſeeing God put no difference, ſays he. 
between us, and them, purifying their 
| hearts by faith, and, of courſe teaching 
, us That the Gentiles ſhould be fellow 
heirs, and of the fame body, and par- 
takers of his promiſe in Chriſt by the 
goſpel*;” a truth WON Paul tells us, 
Was 


* See Eph. 3. 9. . 


Tay 


was revealed. 5 God unto his holy 1 
tles. Upon theſe principles, Peter 
cries out, Now, therefore, why tempt e 
God to put a yoke upon the neck of the 
_ diſciples. Now the queſtion . being 
„Whether it was neceſſary that they 
ſhould be circumciſed after the manner of 
Moſes,” let deliberate men determine whe- 
ther there be not ſo much as the moſt diſ- 
tant hint that infants are included in the 
term ; eſpecially when they conſider too, 
that upon Paul's coming to .Jeruſalem on 
a future occaſion, the brethren told him 
what the zealous Jews were informed of 
him, that he taught all the Jews which 
are among the Gentiles to forſake -Mo ofes, 
| ſaying that they ought not to circumciſe 
their children, neither to walk after the 
cuſtoms. 
cide upon what authority Mr. R 
aſſerts that This text ſays not a word 
about the matter. I am ſtill, however, 
of opinion that if we would learn; the 
meaning of ſcripture, we muſt con- 
ſult the connecton, and compare one park 
of holy writ with another. | 
7 3 paſs on now to the Apoſtle's s com. 
1 - recorded in Matt. 28. 19, and. 
Mark 16.1 L 5, 16---Our nn, Shyells 
K 2 


: R 
K 


We leave others then to de/ 


Cy” 


much upon the neceſſity df making a * | 
diſtinction between Matheteuſate and Di- 


d daſrontes, and we alſo allow that a 108 


tinction may very properly be made; ac- 
cordingly we render the words, as my | 
do, Go ye therefore diſciple all na- 
tions, baptizing them, &c. teaching them 
to obſerve all things whatſoever I have 
commanded you,” and we likewiſe admit 
that it was by preaching the goſpel to the 
nations that they were to get unbelievers 
to the faith; and, further, we judge, 
that upon a profeſſion hereof being made, 
they were baptized, and their houſholds im 
conſequence thereof. Accordingly there 
appears to us a ſtriking propriety in this 
idea which we ſuppoſe the directions 
couched in the commiſſion convey, and 
the Apoſtle's practice confirms us herein. 
Now whereas Mr. Richards fo far 
approves of what Dr. Doddridge has faid 
upon the paſſage in a note ſubjoin'd 
to his Family Expofitor, as to cite a 
part of what he ſays, we ſhall take 
the liberty to add what that gentleman 
has emitted. I render the word Mathe- 
zeuſate, proſelyte, that it may be duly, 
diſtinguiſhed from Didaſcontes, teaching, 
in the next verſe, with which our ver- 
ſion confounds it. The former ſeems to 

T import 


: ; 55 * F's 
(7; ) 
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import inſtruction in the eſſentials of re- 
ligion, which it was neceſſary adult per- 


ſons ſhould know and ſubmit to, before 


they could regularly be admitted to bap- 

tiſm; the latter may relate to thoſe more 
articular admonitions in regard to chriſ⸗ 

tian faith and practice, which were to be 


built upon that foundation” adding 
alſo” „It is certain, that no argument can 


be drawn from hence to the prejudice of I 
fant Baptiſm; for had Chriſt ſent out 


theſe miſſionaries to propagate Judaiſm in 


the world, he might have uſed the ſame 


| language © Go and proſelyte all nations 
circumciſing them in the name of the 
God of Iſrael, and teaching them to ob- 


ſerve all that Moſes commanded.” I 
only beg leave to add what Dr. Guile alſo 


ſubjoins in a note on this paſſage.” It 
ſeems to me that Diſciple all nations, re- 
lates to the whole deſign of Chriſt's com- 
miſſion for making diſciples to him, and 
that Gaptizing and teaching them, are men- 


tioned as particular branches of that ge- 


neral deſign, the order of which was to 


be determined by the circumſtances of 


things: And theſe indeed made it neceſ- 


ſary, that in diſcipling adult Jeu and 
Heathens, they ſhould be taught before 


re were baptized; but other circum- 


ſtances 


(62) 


ances in the ſettled ſtate of the goſpel 
kingdom make it as neceſſary, that in diſ- 
pr A the children of believers, they 
ſhould be firſt baptized and afterwards - 
ught, as the children of Jews and Pro- 
ſelytes to their religion were firſt circum- 
* and when they grew up were in- 
ſtructed in the faith of the God of Iſra- 
e. With theſe gentlemen I am wil- 
ling to leave my caule ſo far as it relates 
to this paſſage under debate, being very 
well ſatisfied in what they jointly depoſe. 
Whoever prefers the interpretation given 


nus, by Mr. M*Lean, in a certain Review, 


be is ee at liberty to follow _ 
own judgment, only it is hoped he 
will be neighbourly and do as he — 
be done by. _ 

It remains only to give our thoughts 
on a piece of information, which we 
never expected to have found in our Re- 
viewer's performance. We there read 
(page 22) that As the Apoſtles never 
baptized any but ſuch as were firſt made 
diſciples by carrera the goſpel to them; 
fo neither did they ever teach men to obey 
the laws of Chriſt till they were baptized 
diſciples.” ——This, it ſeems, is what 
our Author's diſtinction between the two 
words eee diſtiple, and Dida- 


9 
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FLontes teaching, comes to 
he intended hereby to ſerve his own cauſe; 
be that as it may 2 am perſuaded he has 
done ours no harm ; for if none were the. 
ſubjects of chriſtian exhortation but Saß 
tized di ſcrples, then T gather, even from 
my opponent's principles, that children 
were baptized and eſteemed diſciples ao. 
We all know that the Apoſtle fays, 
Children obey your parents in the 
Lord.“ And Alt Children obey your 
parents in all things, for this is well- 
pleafing unto the Lord.” Il prefame 
this is a chriſtian exhortation, or an ex- 
horting them to obey the commands of 
Chriſt, as we find theſe things 5 
by the Apoſtle in his Ki to 
churcbes at Epbeſus and Colofſe. 1 feel 
therefore, methinks, no ſmall ſatisfa&tion 
that, following even the arguments of my 
antagoniſt, IT find myſelf landed, with my 
brethren, on the frm ground of Children's 
* n and Children's Dz e too! 
e ſhall now bring in review that fa- 
mous paſſage of. the Apoſtle, 1 Cor: 7. 
14, which Mr. Richards feems to think 
he has anſwered efe#ually, for he has 
publiſhed his criticiſm upon it, as a norte 


W Mr. Wil, 2 remarks on the ſame 
. place. 


No doubt 


(6) 


place. T he words are, For the unbe- 
lieving huſband i is fanfified (by, or rather) 
to the wife, and the unbelieving wife is 
fandified to the buſband, elſe were your 
children unclean, but now are they holy,” 

or ſanctified. Tis agreed that the Apol- 
tle fet himſelf in this chapter to anſwer 
ſome queſtions which the church at Co- 
rinth had propoſed to him; and, after 
determining ſome things needleſs here to 
repeat, proceeds to anſwer the queſtion 


Whether a chriſtian might dwell with an - 


huſband, or wife, who was an idolater ? 
He tells them they may, without any 
fear of contracting . or diſhonoring 
Chriſt by co-habiting with each other, 
agreeably to the relation ſubſiſting be- 
tween them previous to the chriſtianity of 
either. For, as we are elſewhere told, 
To the pure all things are pure“ 10 
may it be ſaid in the preſent caſe, The 
ies huſband is ſanctified to the 
wife, &c.” Thus the Apoſtle declares it 
lawful for them to cohabit together in 
theſe mixed caſes, of idolatry and chriſ- 
tianity ;, and then he proves it from the 
condition in which their offspring con- 
feſſedly were, adding E//e* were your 


_ chilaren 
® ;74. Vid. Dr. Goodwin, vol. 2d, (p. 410) on 
Election. 


(6) 


children unclean, but now are they Bol. 
Unleſs we admit this to be the caſe, that 
the former part of the verſe is the Apoſ- 
tle's declaration reſpecting the matter 
wherein his advice was ſought, and the | 
latter his proof, (ad hominem,) his rea- 
ſoning ſeems, at leaſt, not very — 
and his anſwer, we think, muſt appear 
redundant; containing more than was ne- 
ceſſary for their information; for, ſurely, 
the Corinthians did not want to be m_ 
that the lawfulneſs of their dwelling 
gether made their children ri 
And I think it highly probable, from the 
manner in which the Apoſtle anſwers 
their queſtion reſpecting the-lawfulneſs of 
a chriſtian's dwelling with an unbeliev- 
ing huſband or wife, that their /cnup/e 
| os from their fears that the children of 
ſuch marriage ſhould be infected as they 
grew up with the unbelieving parents 
idolatry; as he encourages them to dwell 
together from the peradventure that if 
they were unwilling to depart, it might 
poſſibly iſſue in their converſion. (ſee v. 
15, 16) In this alſo I am much con- 
firmed from the conſideration that Co- 


rinth ONES a conſiderable church when 
E 1 dhe 


Fleftion, The Gas word, viz. £7 is uſe chap. $: 10, 
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the Apoſtle himſelf was perſonally amongſt 
them, it is almoſt morally certain that 
there were ſome amongſt them at that 
time, who had either an unbelieving 
wife, or huſband, unleſs they were all 
converted by couples, every huſband and 
wife at the ſame time; and as there is no 
reaſon to believe that this was the caſe, 
ſo it will follow that the mere circum-- 
ſtance of a believer's dwelling with an un- 
believer muſt have happened even when 
the Apoſtle was amongſt them; conſe- 
quently they could be in no doubt as to 
this caſe ſimply conſidered. But, when, 
after they had dwelt together ſome years, 
and the unbelieving party continued in 
their idolatry, there is no wonder it 
ſhould become a caſe of conſcience with 
them for the reaſon above-mentioned, viz. 
leſt their children ſhould be infected with 
their unbelieving parent's idolatry as they 
grew up. In this view nothing could be 
more to the purpoſe than the Apoſtle's 
anſwer ; ſurely your dwelling together is 
lawful, otherwiſe your children would be 
unclean, but this you know is not the 
caſe, for they, even as thoſe deſcended 
from believing parents on both ſides, are 
—_ 1 Tm as W admitted to bap- 
tiſm 


1 
tiſm in all our churches as if both the 
arents were chriſtians “- But hold; per- 
ler, we go on too faſt. Our learned oppo- 
nent has eſtabliſhed a criticiſm, which he 
thinks ſufficient to overturn the whole at 
once. The Apoſtle, ſays he, as poſi- 
tively affirms that the unconverted 
parent is holy, as he does that the chil- 
dren are ſo... Whence, he concludes, 
« If this holineſs can give the children 
a right to baptiſm, it muſt alſo give the 
unbelieving parent a right to that ordi- 
nance.” But, to uſe our author's phraſe- 
ology, © Muſt Mr. Richards be taught 
at this time of day; That the ſenſe in 
which words are uſed muſt be learned 
from the ſubjects about which they are 
employed, and the reſpective objects to 
which they are referred? To affix | the 
ſame idea to the ſame word, when it re- 
lates to different objects, is not to inſtru 
but to confound not to guide but to 
miſlead. And this, we think, muſt. be 
the caſe here upon the ſuppoſition. that 
 ſanfified imports the ſame thing when 
ſpoken of the unbelieving parent, as when + 
predicated of their children ; for then the 
Apoſtle” 8 argument amounts f0 hg” Tis 


J. 2 Jawful 
8 Doddridge in loco. | 
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law ful for you to dwell together; other- 


wife your children would be baſtards. 

But ſurely there was no occaſion to apply 
to an infpired Apoſtle to find out this diſ- 
covery? Yea who knoweth not ſuch 


things as theſe !——But underſtanding 


the word in the erke, caſe in reference 


to that holy end which marriage was de- 
ſigned to anſwer, then it declares the re- 


lation ſanttified as a mean to the obtaining 
of that end. The unbelieving huſband ts 
Janttified to the wife, &c.- 
Richards ſhould have obſerved that the 


_ Varies the phraſe when he 
comes =_ of the children, from 


what "Ig ha ſed when he ſpake of the 
unbelieving parent himfelf; he is faid but 


to be ſanctified by or to the wife, but the 


children are ſaid to be holy; the former 


notes a paffive kind of ſubſerving to the 


holy uſe of another, or to an holy end, 
but this latter notes a holineſs in them- 
ſelves ; that but an inſtrumental, this a 
| perſonal-——He cannot be faid to be per- 
ſonally holy, for he is Ing arr to be an 
2 ago and ſo to ſay 


would be a ons yet he is ſanc- 
tified as the creatures are, to an holy end. 


But the children here are ſaid to be holy; 
and 
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and this the Apoſtle did on purpoſe to ſhew 
that theirs is a further holineſs than the 
fathers*.- —— The criticiſm of our Re- 


viewer, in ſaying that if the holineſs of 


the children gave a right to baptiſm; that 
of the unconverted parents muſt do the 
ſame, is, therefore, ſurely, far beneath 
his learning; for upon this principle We 
might argue that the Hoalineſs of believers 
is of the /ame nature with the holineſs of 
the 7emple at Jeruſalem, as the ſame word 
is uſed concerning both, fee Acts 21. 28 


, hath polluted Agion topon touton 


this holy place compared with Eph. 2. 
 21———* groweth unto, Nan agion en 
Kurio an holy temple in the Lord Our 
antagoniſt ſeems to triumph in his diſco- 
very, for he cries. out It Mr. Carter 
obſerved this, it muſt be exceedingly 
ſtrange that the glaring fallaciouſneſs of 
the following aſſertion ſhould have eſcaped 
his notice, viz. Nothing can be more 
apparent than the word holy | viz. as pre- 
dicated of the children, for on that the 
argument there reſts, p. 16] fignifies per- 
| ſons who might be permitted to partake - 
of the diſtinguiſhing rites of God's peo- - 
ple.” We did not overlook it, and rh 
our 


Dr. Goodwin ut ſupra, p. 405, 


9 = 
our Reviewer may obſerve, if he' ſhould 
pleaſe to peruſe theſe papers alſo, and yet 
bis inference will not follow. I ſhall only 
add, in the words of Dr. Goodwin, that 
«© If by holy, the Apoſtle had meant no 
more than that their children were legiti- 
mate, he had in this ſaid no more than 
the civil laws then in force did ; for they 
pronounced the marriage lawful and their 
children no baſtards. Now his anſwer 
ſurely is more than law; it is goſpel; and 
this privilege here of holineſs, more than 
the civil law afforded children; for it is a 
goſpel privilege, as the very terms imply. 


To me therefore it ſeems certain that o 


Hneſs here muſt neceſſarily import a pri- 
vilege which believers children had (be- 
"tides that of legitimation) which others, 
the children of unbelievers have not, 

though lawfully begotten. And what 
#hzs ſhould be other than this, to be eſteemed 
Holy through their parents covenant, let all 
be world ſhew men. . 


.-\* Dr, Goodwin in loco, 24 vol. of his works. - 
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Our Lord's declaration,. concerning CB. 
dren confidered. ——Thoughts on bis com- 

ing to confirm the” Promiſes made unto" 
the Fathers. The Abrahamic and tbe” © 
Chriſtian Covenant the. Jame. On 
aur Lord s ONE UM. | 51 


HAT believers and their infuntuacd 
were conſidered by the Apoſtles as 
the heirs of promiſe, and ſubjects of the 
goſpel kingdom, we have endeavoured to 
evince in the. preceding chapter; that this 
was according to the mind of Chriſt, we 
ſhall attempt farther to make appear, from 
ſome conſiderations now to be adduced.. 
In purſuit of this we ſhall OY the 
following paſſage, Mark 10. 13, &. 
„And they brought young children to en 
that he ſhould touch them; and his diſ- 
ciples rebuked thoſe that brought them; 
but when Jeſus ſaw it, he was much di- 
pleaſed, and faid unto them, Suffer * the” 


4 n to come unto me, and forbid 
lbem 


tn] 
them not; for of ſuch is the kingdom of 
God. Verily I ſay unto you, Whoſoever 
ſhall not receive the kingdom of God as 
a little child, he ſhall not enter therein. 
And he took them up in his arms, put 


his hands upon them, and bleſſed them.” F 


That our Lord ſpeaks Here of the per- 
ſons of littie children I think is evident, 
if words can make any thing ſo. This 
the learned Dr. Gale himſelf does not 
deny Mr. Vilſon, indeed, ſays it ap- 
peared to him ** That our Lord was ſpedk- 


ing of the temper, and not merely of the 


perſons of children.” We ſhall conſider 


that matter preſently ; let us firſt advert 
to the reaſons why the diſciples ftrove to 


hinder their being brought to Chriſt. 
This we are not told expreſſly, but cir- 


cumſtances ſeem to make it pretty -evi- 
dent. It appears from the ſequel of the 


; 


} 


hiſtory that their minds were at this time 
much exerciſed with the thoughts of a 
temporal kingdom which they imagined 
their Maſter would ſet up in Judea, the 
e 4 and immunities of which; they 
ſuppoſed and expected they ſhould have 
a peculiar intereſt in. No wonder then 
that being filled with theſe imaginations 
they ſhogld ſet themſelves to oppoſe ſuch 


as 


An) 


as were for Bringing infants to the ee 
Jeſus. But their heavenly Maſter, 
thew how much he was' diſpleaſed with 
them upon this occaſion, rebuked them 
before all the people, countermanding 
their order, and ſaid $64 Suffer little chil- 
Pola to come unto me for F fuch 
the kingdom of God. i. e. the 
E of God belongs to ſuch; as 
if he had ſaid; the kingdom which, 1, 
by authority received from my F ather, 
am come to ſet up in the world is of 
ſuch a nature that infants and little ones 
are not excluded its benefits. 
them now, and never mean the children 
of thoſe who own my authority and be- 
lieve my word thould be c out. And I 
further tell you, my diſciples, that as 
theſe little ones are brought unto me 
purely for the purpoſe of receiving” 
ritual bleſſings; fo, © Whoſoever ſhall 
not receive the kingdom of God as a little 
child, he ſhall in no wiſe enter therein. 
Now Aiitle children are here declared to're- 
ceive the kingdom of God ; and if tis ſaid 
that all who do receive ĩt muſt receive-it as 
ſuch, T ſhould ſuppoſe it means-on the ſame 
ground, or zpon the ſame account, via. The 


ene * Go n 4 free grant Y 
NM 


J receive 


1 b 


tbe ſame. Tis not that believers infants 


are better by nature, or more wiſe than 


others, that they are thus dealt with; 

but the gracious promiſe of God engaging 
himſelf to be a God unto his people and to 
their ſeed, is their only title, and our only 
claim, in heir behalf, unto an intereſt in 
the privileges of the goſpel kingdom 
And ] preſume that this too, viz. The Coe 
promiſe of God in Chriſt, is our only ti- 
le to, and ground of hope for, eternal life. 
Believers, therefore, receive the kingdom 


of God as little children, and thoſe who 


found their claim upon any other ſupport, Þ| 
had need look well to the matter, leſt 


their whole foundation fink beneath its 
weight.——'Tis not their worthineſs nor 
their works, their meekneſs nor their hu- 
mility, that will be pleadable in their 
behalf, as giving them any right or claim 
eee though we know that thoſe, 
who receive the kingdom of God as a 
little child, will and muſt be humble, 
meek and lowly; for, if their works can 
give them no claim, they can have no- 
thing whereof to be proud or boaſt. Vea 
this view of the kingdom will the moſt 
effectually inſtruct them in the doctrine, 
and impreſs upon them the nature of true 

humility 


. 
| humility: and lowlineſs. of mind l It Will 


Cat doum imaginations, and every high. 


thing that exalteth ſelf againſt the know- _ 


ledge of God, and bring into captivity every. 
thought to the obedience of Cbriſt. 
Thus the receiving the kingdom as @ little 
child well ſuits our Lord's declaration that 
Except ye be converted, and become 
as little 3 rank ye ſhall not enter into 
the kingdom of heaven.“ For nothing 
can more effectually enforce humility than 
this view of the kingdom does, as it takes 
away all ground of confidence in our- 
ſelves, the root of pride, and bane of 
lowlineſs; and teaches us to glory in no- 
thing, eve in the croſs of our Lord Feſus - 
Chrijt. If any other view of the ſubſect 
is more . conſonant to the nature of, our 
Lord's argument, and more ſuited to the 
end and deſign of his exhortation, our 
opponent, if he can tell, e make it 
appear 
We mall now roceed to evince that 
our Lord does in =p & ſpeak of the per ſons 
of little children folk unto. him by 
—_ as ownedand acknowledged his autho- 
Here I ſhall make no ſcruple of cit- 
Fo 1 — words of another, though the quota- 
tion 1 will be of ſome length; ſpeaking of 
| ” infants 


(7809 
| infants right to baptiſm, the Author ar 
gues in the followſtis manner: he:endea- 
vours to make it appear, From our Sa- 
/our's own words, Mark 10. 14, Suffer 
the little children to come unto me and 
forbid them not, for of ſuch is the king! 
dom of God: And, John 3. 5. Except 
any one (vu) is born of water and of the 
ſpirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom 
of God.” From theſe two paſſages put 
together, the right of infants to baptiſm 
may be clearly inferred. For, in one, they 
are declared actually to have 'a place in 
God's kingdom, or church; and yet into 
this kingdom or church, the other, as 
expreſſſy fays, None can be admitted 
without being baptized. The kingdom 
of God, in the goſpel, denotes,” either 
the viible church on earth; or the indi- 
fible one in heaven. Anſwerable to theſe, 
there is a two-fold regeneration, namely 
a being born again of water (i. e. bap- 
tized, which is therefore called the wwaſh- 
ing of regeneration, Tit. 3, 5) which ad- 
mits into the v1/#b/e church; and a be- 
ing born again of the ſpirit (called the 
renewing of the Holy Ghoſt) which ad- 
mits into the invifible. Now, in which- 
ſoever of theſe ſenſes the ha is 
ere 


6 
here taken, * it ſtrongly concludes for t 
baptiſm of infants. For 
1. . by the lingdem of God, pa 3 | 
the vibe church on earth ; our Lord, by 
ſaying of ſuch is the Lingam, declares that 
mant are to be confidered as having a 
place in this kingdom; i. e. as being mem 
bers of that body, ſociety, or church, which 
he, as Meſſiah, came to rule and fave: 
But, if they are to be conſidered as a 
part of this kingdom, or viible church, they 
are then to be baptized, or born again 
of water, for this is the only Ren 
rite of entering into it, Or r 
2. If, by the 4ingdom of God, we un- 
derſtand the invzſble church in heaven; 
into that infants cannot enter, except they 
are born again of the ſpirit, 1. e. regene- 
rated, quickened, [as to their ſouls] and 
raiſed from the dead [as to their bodies}. 
But, if they are capable and proper ſub- 
jets of a regeneration by the ſpirit, they 
muſt be alſo of baptiſm ; for the bapri/mal 
vater is nothing elſe but the appointed 
toben or emblem of this regenerating s ſpe — 
1t. Seeing then, that God grants 
the thing fon ified, viz. the E of 
the Holy Ghoſt, it can never be thought 
his will, A the een or token be denied 
| | them, 


EPD 
them, viz. the waſhing of regeneration, | 
or Baptiſm. The argument, then, is 
concluſive, in whatever ſenſe we take the 
kingdom of God*.” We have ſeen, in- 
feed, that Some, to evade the force of 
this text, would ſuppoſe, that by the 
word ſuch, Chriſt here means (not ſuch 

mfants as thoſe he had in his arms, but) 
ſuch grown perſons as were lite thoſe in- 


Jants in ſimplicity and innocence. But 


according to this interpretation, they will 
never be able to make 'out the force of 
our Saviour's argument. They repreſent 
our Saviour as ſaying, The kingdom of 
God is their's, who are harmleſs lte in- 


fants; therefore ſuffer the infants to come 


to me. According to theſe men, our 
Saviour would have ſaid the fame thing, 
if men had brought him /ambs or doves, 
Suffer the doves to come to me, for of 


fach is the kingdom of God, i. e. Suffer 


the doves to come to me; for, though 


the kingdom of God is not their's ; yet 


It belongs to ſuch as are harmleſs as we.” 


But it cannot be thought our Divine Sa- 


viour would talk and argue at this rate. 
it 


* Sce “ The Baptiſm of Infants a reaſonable "RY 
vice, founded upon Scripture, and undoubten * 5 
tolic Tradition.“ page 2 . 
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It is plain then, he intended to "hy: tna 
fuch infants as thoſe in his arms belong? d 
to the kingdom of God. And thus our 
Saviour's argument appears to be very 
ſtrong and concluſive, viz. ** Since ſuch 
infants as theſe have the kingdom of God 
for their's, and ſo have him for their 
God, let them be brought to me; it is 
fit I ſhould take notice of them, and give 
them my bleſſing, as members of my 
Father's kingdom“ —— Who then can 
ſay that helie vers e are not to be 
conſidered as ſtanding in relation to the 
church of God, or deny that they are a 
part of his kingdom and ought to be 
treated as ſuch? Is he the God of the. 
Jews only? Is he not alſo of the Gentiles? 
A God in the fame manner, in the ſame 
latitude and extent, to us, as he was to 
them? Yes, he is, undoubtedly, thus's 
God to beheving Gentiles alſo. Accord- 
ingly, Iſaiah, ſpeaking of the chiſtian 
diſpenſation, or the ſtate of the church 
under the Mefjah, fays, that not only Se- 
/revers ſhould be eſteemed th '/eed of” the 
bleſſed of the Lord, (or the Bleſſed feed of 


the Lac but alſo their offspring W 
d 


* Vid. Notes on ſeveral texts of TT. by Joſeph 
Hallett, jun, vol. 2d, page $60” 


* 7 7 1 W _ ON * 
$ EY Weinmesse OLE is Wannen CR IE iro hkcs ©. rn 1 A 7 * 
& SLY 2 F n * WOT OED 3 9 Te l 
ns. T + l Y - 1 r 8 
4 * 7 4 1 * - 
% i 7 2 5 o i 4 Pts: 3 
8 ; ** 5 
F 4 by 
? 7 ? Y & 
* 4 
5 q 
2 
z 
- 


( 8.) 
with them Ia. 65. 23 dr 
hereunto we believe that when our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt came. to confirm the promiſes 
made unto the fathers, : the following, 
amongſt the 564 was ratified and eſta- 
bliſhed, viz. © I will. be a God unto 
thee, and to thy ſeed after thee.” That 
this received dwins ſanction as to all the 
believing ſons of Abraham (Jews or 
Gentiles) and their ſecd, appears to us 
moſt plainly intimated by conſidering and 
comparing the following ſcriptures. 
„Note I ſay that Feſus Chrift 04s à mi- 
nifter of the circumciſion for the truth of 
God, to confirm the promiſes made unto the 
fathers: And that the Gentiles might glo- 
rify God for bis mercy*.” Here I beg 
leave juſt to obſerve, that he mentions our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt as the miniſter of the 
circumciſion to confirm the promiſes made 
unto the fathers, and takes notice of the 
Gentiles intereſt in the truth of God 
herein as well as the Jews. And what is 
the great promiſe given unto: the fathers, 
of whom circumciſion was, is known. to 
all. It ran in the following terms: 
«© I will eſtabliſh my covenant 7 208 
me and - thee” and thy ſeed after thee, in 
7 their 


Romans 15. 3 25 10. 


* 95 . 


their generations, for an everlaſting co- 
venant; to be 4 God wnto thee and thy ſeed 
after thee.” This was the covenant of 
circumciſion that God gave to Abraham, 
and which, the Apoſtle ſays, was fo con- 
firmed of God in Chriff, that the /aw, 
which was four hundred and thicty years 
after, could not diſannul, that it ſhould 
make the promiſe of none effect“. And 
when Chriſt as the miniſter of the cir- 
cumciſion for the truth of God came ta 
confirm the promiſes made unto the fa- 
thers, we And that the Gentiles, as well 
as Jews, are called upon to glorify God 
for his mercy In further confirmation 
of the truth here contended for, I beg 
leave to cite the words of the yery as. 
Mr. Hallett. The covenant made with 
Abraham, and with his ſeed, includer, 
and was defign'd to extend to all helievers. 
When God promiſed to be a God to Abra. 
ham, and to his ſeed, St. Paul aſſures us, 
that by Abraham's ſeed is meant all that 
mall imitate the faith and virtue of As 
© braham, whether they be Jews or Gen, 
Tiles, Gal. 3. 57, Know ye therefore, that 
they who are of faith, the ſame are the 
children of Aba The .expreflipn 


2 
* Gal: 3-179, - 


(&Y 


it muſt be own'd, is figurative, and only 


means, that though Gentile believers are 
not by birth, the children of Abraham ; 
yet in the goſpel] covenant, they are 
treated as rf they were Abraham's poſterity : 
they are admitted to all the privileges that 
were granted to his children : they are 
favour'd and regarded as f they were his 
ſeed; and therefore they are called 517 


feed. The Apoſtle adds, ver. 16. Now 


to Abraham, and 20 Bis ſeed, were the 
romiſes made. He ſaith not, and to 
_ ſeeds, as [if he was ſpeaking] of many 
[different kinds of ſeeds :] but [the ex- 
preſſion is] as [if he ſpake] 4 one [ſeed 
only in the fingular number, ſaying] And 
to thy ſeed, which ig Chriſt. It is here ex- 
ceedingly evident from theſe words them- 

ſelves, that the promiſe, to which the Apoſ- 
ſtle, in this place, refers, is no other than 
that Gen. 17. 7. I will eſtabliſh my cove- 
nant between me and thee, and 75 ſeed 
after thee, in their generations, 25 an 
everlaſting covenant, to be a God unto 
thee, and to thy ſeed after thee.” Theſe 
words, and to thy ſeed are the very words 
which the Apoſtle quotes and comments 
upon. And no one without the greateſt 
abſurdity, can ſuppoſe, that the 3 
T 5 | e 


n 
here refers to any promiſe, in which: thoſe 
words, And to thy ſeed, are not expreſſly 
written. From this expreſſion of the 
promiſe, the Apoſtle well argues, that 
there were not two ſeeds of Abrabam; 
but that he had but one ſeed in all. He 
had not one ſeed that was circumciſed, 
and another ſeed that was uncircumciſed ; 
not one ſeed that was of the. law, and 
another ſeed that was of faith: but he 
had ons ſeed only, even all - believers, 
whether they were circumciſed or uncir- 
cumciſed, 6x! 3 10 they were. his natural 
bag or not. This one ſeed of Abra- 

am, St. Paul ſays, was. Chriſt ; And to. 
thy ſeed, which is Chriſt. Where it is 
evident, that St. Pau/did not, and could 7 not 
poſſibly mean the /ing/e perſon of Chriſt. 
For, dropping the thought of his inſpi- 
ration, the Apoſtle had too much ſenſe to 
argue, that becauſe the word feed. is of 
the Angular number; therefore, it muſt 
ſignify one Angle perſon, and no more, 
When therefore the Apoſtle ſays, that 
Abraham's one ſeed is Chriſt, he plainly 
underſtands the word Chriſt, as fighify- 
ing,” in this place, not only Chriſt the 
Bead but alſo his 20h body, the church. 


Hence our Author, argues That the 
| N 2 promiſe 


UF 
promiſe to Abraham .and his ſeed was 
originally intended for the chriſtian church, 
and is applicable to it, not by way of al- 
legory, analogy, or parity of reaſon, but 
directiy and immediatelyx.— Such, then 
being the nature of the Abrahamic cove- 
nant, of which circumciſion was the cal, 
or toten, had that rite reſpected the land 
of Canaan only, with the * far privi- 
leges thereto annexed, I aſk how and in 
what fenſe Chriſt, as the miniſter of the 
circumciſion for the truth of God, con- 
firmed the promiſes made to the fathers ? 
Mr. Richards, inſtead of anſwering our 
objection caſt in his way, on this foun- 
dation, That as circumciſion was the ſeal, 
or token, of the covenant of grace which 
God made with Abraham 430 years be- 
fore the law, and which that law could 
not diſannul, and as this token of the 
covenant was applied to Infants from that 
time, ſo the covenant being the ſame, 
the ſign only being altered, and that for 
| i++ /544654ds wh : a rite 


* Hallett's Notes, &c. vol. 2d, p. 287-290. | 
Dr. Stennett, we are told (p. 27) in arguing againſt 
the notion of baptiſm's ſucceeding circumciſion, men- 
tions the caſe of the Jewiſh' converts in adhering to 
circumciſion arid baptiſm too.” But, I apprehend, 

unleſs the Doctor could prove that this adherence was 


counte- 


a rite more conſonant to the goſpel diſs 
penſation, we ſtill plead an intereſt there- 
in for believers and their infant- ſeed. 1 
ſay, inſtead of anſwering this, he infi- 
nuates that I had ſo ſtated the caſe as that 
it was no objection of theirs ;' but herein 
he knew better, he underſtood my mean- 
ing very well, which any body may per- 
ceive Who reads with attention the 24th 
and 25th pages of his Review; but 
he has anfwered all, he thinks, when he ; 
tens us, Baptiſm is a poſitive. duty.” 
'Tis true he has told us ſo, poſitively; 
more N once; Lan that FG no great 


wel icht 


„ by the I acne be ob 
ſerved, it will neither hurt our cauſe nor help his own. 
Tis well known that Paul and Barnabas earneſtly op- 
e in this matter i. e. as to the veceſſity of it. 
ompare Acts 15. 1, 2, with Acts 21. 21] And, con- 
ſidering the prejudices of cuſtom and education, it does 
not appear to us at all ſtrange that the Jewiſh zealots 
ſhould warmly contend that it was needful for the Gen- 
tiles to be circumciſed as well as baptized, and trained 
up alſo after the cuſtoms of Moſes, as they themſelves 
likewiſe had been. The argument, therefore, that the 
Doctor has framed for the Apoſtles, does not hit the 
debate. They argued, Unleſs they were circumciſed, 
after the manner of Moſes, and trained up in the ob- 
ſervance of his cuſtoms, they could not be ſaved; ſo 
that it was not circumciſion that they pleaded for only, 
but the whole ritual law. Compare Acts 15. 1, FS ; 
with verſes TY and 20, and chap. 21. 21. I 


. 
( 86 ) 
weight with us, for he has alſo told us 
with his uſual air, that For a chriſtian 
to look upon the Abrahamic covenant as 
the foundation of baptiſm, is altogether 
as ridiculous as it would have been for 
the ancient Jews to ground circumciſion 
on the oblations of Cain and Abel“. 
We, ſurely, do not ſay that the Abra- 
- Hamic covenant is the foundation of Bap- 
tiſm, conſidered as a New Teſtament rite, 
but we certainly refer to that covenant as 
expreſſly declaring the intereſt of the in- 
fant ſeed of believers in the covenant of 
ceÞ and thence we argue their right to 
baptiſm, that being now made the token of 
the covenant as circumciſion was beretofore. 
Baptiſm, we own, is ſo far a pofzrve precept 
that it depended wholly upon the will of 
the church's head whether to appoint hat, 
or any other external fign to be the token of 
His covenant under the goſpel ; and we 
never ſo much as inſinuated, what our 
very unfair, and uncandid, Reviewer tells 
the world we fay, viz. © That our Lord 


und it err to ſubſtitute Baptiſm i in 
the 


* Page 28. 

+ Let the Reader carefully conſult Rein! 4. 0, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, and compare it with Rom. 11, from v. 
x3, to the end, and both with the —_— chapter of Ge- 
ne | 


the room of circumciſion:“ but that he 
was pleaſed to appoint the former as a rite 
more conſonant to the nature of that dif- 
penſation, wherein we are waſhed with 


| water by the word — Are pleaſed, and 


neceſſary ſynonymous terms? Why then 
did our Overlooker adopt the one for the 
other ?!——Mr. Richards ſays (p. 25) I 
will beg leave juſt to aſk Mr. Carter, Do 
the ſcriptures any where hold up the co- 
venant of circumciſion, as our rule in 
reſpect to Baptiſm? Or have they given 
us the leaſt intimation that we are to take 
that for our direction in performing this 
poſitive duty? If the ſcriptures have any 
where intimated that Baptiſm is founded 
on the covenant of circumciſion, or that 
that covenant is to be our directory, in 
adminiſtering Baptiſm, or in judging 
who are its proper ſubjects, let him ſhew 
us ſuch an intimation. I have obeyed 
his humble requeſt, and if that gentle- 
man chooſes to commence my Reviewer a 
ſecond time, I beg he will not overlook 
my piece in ſuch haſte as to miſtake 
my words and miſrepreſent my meaning; 
this ſecured, he may produce his cauſe, 
and bring forth his reaſons to controvert 
what is here advanced. 5 


I 
We ſhall cloſe this chapter with a ſhart 


view of our Lord's Baptiſm. Mr. Wil- 
ſon tells us that © From the expreſſion of 
his coming out of the water he concluded 
it was by immerſion” (Scrip. M. p. 8) 
Mr. R-——— ſpeaking of the Bap- 
tiſm of the Rank. ſays We do not 
plead that he was dipped merely becauſe 
it is ſaid that he went into the water; 
o then, it ſeems though the expreſ- 
Gon going into the water is not ſufficient 
to prove that the ſubject was put under 
it, yet coming out of it will do the buſt- 
neſs! l-—We ſtill think however, not- 


withſtanding the flouriſh of a certain di- F 


vine, that we have full as much reaſon to 
conclude that our Lord went into the 
brink of the river for John to pour water 
upon him with his hand; although with 
his accuſtomed air, he 1 The impar- 
tial world to judge, if it be not juſt as pro- 
bable that John did require ſponſors, and 
uſe extream unction, and the ſign of the 
croſs likewiſe at our Lord's Baptiſm” 
(Rev. p. 13). But, leaving that, we pals 


on to conſider the reaſons why our Lord 


was baptized ; and here we reſt ſatisfied in 
that which himſelf has aſlign'd, faying 


«© Thus it becometh us to fulfil all righ- 
: teouſneſs. 


F 8 
teouſneſs. Hereby the Redeemer juſti- 
fied John's Baptiſm as a Tighteous ordi- 
nance of God's appointment, declaring, 
by his ſubmiſſion to it, that John acted 
by Divine authority (ſee Mat. 21. 25, 
Luke 20. 4, alſo chap. 7. 29). Upon 
_ _theſe grounds, we find no difficulty in 
agreeing with Mr. Wilſon, that Chriit 
ſpoke as the head of the church and ex- 
ample of his people, when he ſaid Thus 
it becometh us to fulfil all righteouſneſs”: 
for, ſurely, we own it to be our duty to 
comply with whatever comes under the 
ſanction. of Divine authority. The 
very learned Withus obſerves that, Our 
Lord Jeſus would be baptized that he 
might confer authority upon John's Bap- 
tiſm declare himſelf to be the head 
of the baptized, as well as of the circum- 
ciſed that he might have communion 
With each; who came, that of both, he 
might make one — that by his own e- 
ample he might both commend and ſanc- 
tify our baptiſm even as the other facra- 
ments to which he ſubjected himſelf *; 
namely, circumcifion and the paſſ- 
_ over for the time they were to continue, 
and the Lord's ſupper which he inftituted 


vid. Witſium. De vita Johan. Bap. 


4900 5 
the ſame night in which he was betra ed, 
and left for the uſe and comfort of Fhis 


church, till he ſhould come, the ſecond | 
time, without fin unto ſalvation. 


V 


Teſfimonies of ſome of the Ancients -of the 
firſt and ſecond centuries after the Apoſ- 
tles, with Remarks on thoſe Teſtimonies. 


Otwithſtanding I declared my wil 
lingneſs to reſt ſatisfied in the Pro- 
teſtant maxim, The ſcriptures ſufficien- 

cy, and with which my opponent owned 
himſelf Quite pleaſed,” profeſſing he 
could not wiſh to meet me on a fairer 

pot; yet I am forced from this my be- 
loved ſanctuary, to walk for a while in 
the fields of antiquity, in order to ſee 
what I am to meet with there, whether 
friends or foes; ſhould they prove of the 
latter ſort, I own 'twill be a matter of - 

| ſurpriſe, 


CC} 
ſurpriſe, as I have always hitherto takens - 
them for the former; and as Mr. Rich- 
ards wiſhes to know who I mean by the 
ancients, the title of the chapter will in- 
form him of their age. To thoſe who have 
no acquaintance with theſe things, but 
what is derived from mere hear-ſay re- 
port, it may ſeem ſffrange that men of 
learning ſhould differ ſo widely on the 
ſubject, as each to put in his claim in 
vindication of ſentiments diredly oppofite. 
Waving many reaſons which might be 
adduced to render this accountable, we 
beg leave to obſerve, that the modes of ex- 
preſſion, adopted by the ancients, have 
helped forward this wrangling buſineſs, 
Ä claiming that ſuch expreſſions were 
to be interpreted according to his own fa- 
vorite ſyſtem. Thus they frequently 
ſpeak of the ordinance of baptiſm, in 
terms which, in our language, import 
regeneration, ſealing, initiation, &. 
Of perſons baptized, as being regenerated, 
ſealed, enlighten'd, initiated, ſanttified, &Cc. 
_ Having thus advertized the unlearned of 
theſe things, (for the Iiterati want not 

our information about them,) we paſs on 
to hear the report they make. Fore» 
92 | - moſt 


* The following quotations are taken chiefly from 
5 Walls 
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moſt in rank and not inferior in weigh 
we place the double teſtimony of the fa- 
mous Juſtin Martyr who flouriſhed within 
about forty years of the Apoſtles, who 

in his famous Apology*® for the chriſtians, 
preſented to the Emperor Antoninus Pius 
in the fifteenth year of his reign, ſays- 
% They who are perſuaded and do believe 
thoſe things which are taught by us are 
true, and do promiſe to live according to 
them, are directed firſt to pray and aſk of 
Se _ 
Wall's Hlſtory of Infant Baptiſm, and King's Enquiry | 
into the Conſtitution, &c. of the primitive Church. 
This was to vindicate them before the Roman 
Emperor and the ſenate, from the wicked and unjuſt 
aſperſions caſt upon them by their cruel adverſaries. It 
in this manner. To the Emperor----I Juſtin 
the ſon of Priſcus make my requeſt and petition in be- 
half of thoſe men (being myſelf one of em) who are 
unjuſtly hated and moſt injuriouſly treated by all man- 
kind.“ -Reſpecting which, and the good effect attend- 
ing the ſame, we read In the fifteenth year of Antoni- 
nus's reign, Juſtin the Martyr publiſhed his firſt apolo- 
, and preſented it unto the Emperor, to his adopted 
Fon, and to the ſenate, [upon which we are told it 
was enacted that] If any one for the future ſhall moleſt 
the chriftians, and accuſe them merely on account of 
their religion, let the perſon who is arraigned be diſ- 
charged, though he be found to be a chriſtian, and the 
accuſer be puniſhed according te the rigour of the 

law.“ . | | E | 
1 Euſebius's Eccleſ. Hiſt. p. 55--- Univer. Hift. (an- 
cient part) vol. 13, p. 307----alſo Maſbeim's Ecclel, 

Hiſt. vol. 1, p. 129, 130, with note (x). — 
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God, with faſting, the forgiveneſs of,” 
their former ſins: and we alſo pray and 
faſt together with them. Then we bring 
them to ſome place where there is water, 
and they are Fegenerafels after the ſame 
way as we were. ——]In another part of 
his apology he adds „Several perſons 
amongſt us ſixty or ſeventy years old, of 
both ſexes who were diſcipled to Chriſt in 
their ch:/dhood, do remain uncorrupted,” 
viz. Notwithſtanding all the perſecutions 
they have endured, they ſtill maintain 
their chriſtian profeſſion with integrity. 
Here I beg leave to note, 1. That 
Juſtin conſidered baptiſm as a ſign of re- 
generation, for I ſuppoſe 'twill not be 
imagined that this erode father thought 
it was regeneration itſelf, but rather Iook- 
ed upon it as | — 


| < The fi ign 
« Of waſhing them from guilt of {in to life 


% Pures. 


2. That, therefore, adult perſons were 
not to be baptized, who gave no evidence 
of being born again, for It is evidently 
a proſtitution of the ordinance of baptiſm 
to adminiſter it to any adult perſon, who 
does 


* Milton P. L. 613. 
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does not make a credible profeſſion of 
faith in Chriſt and ſubjection to the goſ- 
pel. It is therefore the duty of thoſe by 
whom baptiſm is to be adminiſtered, to 
make a diligent enquiry into the chara#er 
of thoſe whom they admit to it*.” — 
And all this Juſtin Martyr” 8 words evi- 
dently imply. Yet 
It will not hence follow that none are 
the ſubject of this ordinance but regene- 
rated perſons; but that no adult perſons 
are ſo, but Hoſe who make a credible pro- 
fejfion of chriſtianity. 
To the ſecond teſtimony we produce from 
this great man, it is objefed; That be- 
ing made diſciples from their infancy may 
only refer to their having been early in- 
ſtructed in the principles of the chriſtian 
religion“ To which I beg leave to 
anſwer; That it does not appear at all 
probable that Juſtin ſhould take upon 
him in his Apology to the Emperor, to 
inform him that the chriſtians inſtructed 
their children in the principles which 
themſelves beleved; this, I ſuppoſe, was 
no leſs evidently known, than it was na- 
| tural to be inferred. Should it be re- 
plyed, That the Apologiſt had to vindi- 


cate his brethren from the vile and hor- WM 
rible . 


— Wall, Doddridge, &c, 


rible calumny that they lay under, from 
ſome wretches, who wickedly, as ab- 
ſurdly, alledged againſt them, that they 
did in their aſſemblies eat young children, 
&c. We grant ſuch abominable things 
were ſaid, and we think the vindication is 
ſufficiently evident, when he ſeems plain- 
ly to intimate how they diſpoſed of their 
little ones in their childhood. Moreover 
his mentioning ** Dz/ciples of both ſexes” 
appears to us very remarkable ; What need 
for being thus particular? —To me the 
following reaſon ſeems not without its 
weight. In the preceding reigns the 
chriſtians had been dreadfully perſecuted 
on account of their refuſing to pay any 
worſhip to the pretended deities of the 
Gentiles, and as herein they agreed with 
the Fews,. they were conſidered as a ſect 
of people living after their manner, and 
are by. the Roman hiſtorians ſo denomi- 
nated, and conſidered as a branch of that 
peſtilent ſe&*.—Now to evince that they 
were no ſect of the Jews, thoſe diſturbers 
of the Government, Juſtin tells the Em- 
peror that they had diſciples among ft them 

of 


* See Univer. Hiſt. vol. 13, P. 217. 218, with note 
( J alſo Tacitus's account in ſame vol. p. 17 and 18, 
aſt edit, | 


„ 

of both fexes from their childhood, which 
was a full declaration that they were a 
different people from what they were re- 

reſented. And although he does not 
1 accuſe thoſe people to the civil 
power, yet he plainly enough intimates 
that whatever miſdemeanors or enormities 
might be found amongſt hem, it would be 
unjuſt to impute the ſame things to the 
ebriftians who were a different people. — 
We only add, that the word here uſed by 


Juſtin to expreſs their being d:/czpled to 


Chriſt, is the /ame that is uſed by Mat- 
thew when reciting our Lord's command, 
« Go diſciple all nations“ Ematheteuſate 
We ſhall now bring forward the teſti- 
mony of Irenæus, who wrote about xt 
years (or very little more) after the pal 
tles, and who ſpeaking of Chriſt, ſays, 


He came to ſave all perſons by himſelf: 


All, I mean, who by him are regenerated 
(i: e. baptized). unto God, Infants, and 
little ones, and children and youths and 
elder perſons.—— To this teſtimony it 
is objected that, We have only a Latin 
tranſlation of this work, and ſome critics 
have ſuppoſed this paſſage ſpurious: or, 
allowing it to be genuine, it will not be 
granted, that to be regenerate always in 
1 ” | — as |} 
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5 his writings ſignifies baptized, nor is it 


certain how far the fathers extended. the 
period of infancy. Perhaps ſo; but ne- 
vertheleſs that argument can be * no av 


here, ſince this father diſtinguiſhes Infants 


from little ones and children*.” And as 
to the probability that it was in the power 
of any tranſlator to %% into the. text 


his author ſuch a. ſentiment, and palm it 


upon the church, is not eaſy for us to be- 
lieve; nor can we ſee what reaſon there 
ſhould be for it, ſeeing Ruffinus and Je- 


rome both lived in the hid century after 
the Apoſtles, when, (yea even a century 


before ) our opponents allow that Infant 


Baptiſm was practiſed by Great Numbers 
of the Fathers” at leaſt. What end there- 


fore they could poſſibly have in attempt- 


ing ſuch a thing I can't conceive; I can 


much eaſier A 65 what end ſuch an 
exception to the teſtimony is deſigned to 
anſwer; and whoever think they have 
reaſons 
reject it, I have nothing to ſay, only that 
I am not of their mind. Next let us 
hear Tertullian, who became famous 


within about a hundred years after the 
tl 4 Tor: Faguga he fo peaks 


—_— 


Fo „Dodd. uy 510. 


13 enough to 5 em to 


* 
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f 
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that our opponents infer he was an ene- 
my to Infant Baptiſm, yet we bring for- 
ward his teſtimony, judging upon the 
Whole that he will prove no contemptible 
witneſs on our ſide. Arguing in a certain 
place reſpecting Infant Baptiſm, he thus 
reaſons; ** Our Lord ſays, indeed, do not 
forbid them to come to me. Therefore 
let them come when they are grown up; 
[This to be ſure is curious logic] let 'em 
come when they underſtand; when they 
are inſtructed whither it is they come: let 

em be made chriſtians when they can 
kid Chriſt [Now mark on what his rea- 
ſoning turns] What need ?heir guiltleſs 
age make ſuch haſte to the forgiveneſs of 
ſins ?——This, it ſhould be obſerved, 
was ſpoken about the end of the fi cen- 
tury after the Apoſtles; when, Mr. Rich- 
ards affirms, none of the ancients ever 
dreamed of Infant Baptiſm. But if Ter- 
tullian was not a//eep when he wrote this 
paſſage, I ſhould think the practice cer- 
tainly obtained, or he could never have at- 
tempted to argue as he here does. Of the 
force of his reaſoning let others Judge. 
Tis the /a# we here enquire after. 
We now paſs on to hear the teſtimony of 
.ORIGEN. In one of his treatiſes he thus 
ns 
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ſpeaks. “ Beſides this alſo let it be con- 
ſidered; what is the reaſon, that whereas 
the Baptiſm of the Church is given for the 
forgiveneſs of fins, Infants alſo by the uſage 
of the Church are Baptized: when if 
there were nothing in Infants which 
wanted forgiveneſs and mercy, the grace 
of Baptiſm would be needlets to them. 
Again, he ſays, Infants are baptized 
for the remiſſion of fins. Of what ſins? 
Or when have they ſinned; Or how can 
any reaſon of the laver hold good in their 
caſe; but according to that ſenſe before- 
mentioned; none is free from pollution, 
though his life be but the er of a ** 
upon the earth.” 
Ihn another treatiſe he writes. For 
this alſo it was that the church had from 
the Apoſtles a tradition, or order, to give 
baptiſm alſo to Infants. For they to 
whom the divine myſteries were commit- 
ted, knew that there is in all perſons the 
natural pollution of fin, which muſt be 
done away by water and the ſpirit.” 
This was only ten years after the time 
when my opponent ſays there was no ſuch 
practice in the church as Infant Baptiſm! 
What, no ſuch thing in any one 
church in all the world but about ten 
— years 


188 ) 

rs before this time, and yet now called 
the uſage of the church received by tra- 
dition, or order from the Apoſtles? !! It 
concerns our antagoniſt then, with a wit- 
neſs, to :nvalidute this teſtimony; but, 
though this has been attempted, yet I 
believe it never was effected, nor ever 

will“. 

I proceed to obſerve that it appears to 
me exceedingly probable that oppoſition 
to Infant Baptiſm took its 7:/e from firſt 
queſtioning, and then arguing againſt ori- 
ginal fin; Thus, Tertullian calls out 
4 Why need their guz/tle/5 age make ſuch 
haſte” and Origen arguing for it, does it 
upon the ground of their denz n by nature 
in a ſtate of depravity. I ſay he does 
upon this ground, though not on this 
ground only; he mentions Apoſtolic tra- 
dition; and is his teſtimony of leſs weight 
becauſe that word is vilely abuſed by the 
piſts? Surely not at all. We know that 
Paul himſelf uſed a ſimilar term in 2 Theſſ. 
3- 6,---paradofin, traditionem. Certainly 
therefore, it might, at that time of day, 
be uſed in a ſound and proper ſenſe? For 
kom 


* Vid. Jalls Defence againſt Gat p. &c. 
Alſo Sir Peter King's Enquiry, &c. part sd. p. 


45 46. 
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Origen being born the year eighty eve 
after the Apoſtles, as he could not be ig- 
norant whether he himſelf was baptized 
in his infancy, ſo it is highly probable he 
had no further than his own family to go 
for enquiry into the Apoſtles practice, his 
father ſuffering martyrdom in the 102 
year after the Apoſtolic age“. 

I have only one more teſtimony that T 
mean to bring forward, but tis that of a 
multitude which though not always a 
mark of truth, yet in this caſe, it ſeems, 
to me at leaſt, not a little weighty. 
In about the year 154 after the Apoſtles, 
a ſynod, or aſſembly of Biſhops, was 
held at Carthage, in Africa, whereat were 
preſent fxty-fix Biſhops: the following 
queſtion came before them; not whether 
infants were to be baptized, but, whether 
it was fit Baptiſm ſhould be adminiſtered 
before two or three days were expired, 
for certain reaſons, or whether it would 
not, upon the whole, be better to con- 
form herein to the rule of circumciſion 
and perform it accordingly on the eighth 

day? The perſon's name was Fidus; the 

anſwer he received we ſhall lay before 
our readers ſo far as may be neceſſary i in 


this 


* Wall, Doddridge, &c. 


ie 


this caſe, and which runs in the follow- 
ing remarkable manner ““ As far as 
pertains to the caſe of infants, who you 
fay, ought not to be baptized within the 
| ſecond or third day after they are born, 
and think that the law of circumciſion 
_ ſhould be obſerved [as to the time of 
performing it] ſo that they ſhould not be 
baptized and ſanctified till the eighth day, 

It ſeems to every one in our council far 
otherwiſe; for to your opinion, in this 
matter, no one conſented''—— Thus have 
I informed Mr. R - and the public, 
who I meant, when I ſaid, that the ſenſe 
and practice of the ancients appeared to 
me evidently on the fide of Infant Bap- 
tiſm. He is pleaſed to ſay that the an- 
cients of the two firſt ages never dreamed 
of ſuch a thing; he may, if he pleaſes, 
tell us his wakzng thoughts upon ſome of 
theſe: As to the inſtance now before us, 
I beg leave to recite the words of Sir Pe- 
ter (afterwards Lord Chancellor King.) 
Here is, ſays he, as formal a ſynodical 
decree for the Baptiſm of Infants as can 
poſhbly be expected; which being the 
judgment of a ſynod is more authentic 
and cogent than that of a private father; 
[viz. at the ſame time from the Apoſtolic 
1. ; age, ] 
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age,] it being ſuppoſable, that a private 
father might write his own particular. 
judgment and opinion, but the determi- 
nation of a ſynod or council, denotes the 
common practice and uſage of the whoſe 
church.” To which I would ſubjoin, 
nearly in the words of Mr. Wall, That 
ſince the Apoſtles lived, ſome of em, to 
the end of the firſt century, John at leaſt, 
and had propagated the chriſtian faith in 
ſo many countries, and whereas ſuch a 
thing as the general baptizing of infants 
could not be eſtabliſhed without the moſt 
public notoriety of the fact, it being a 
thing wherein the whole body of the 
people, poor and rich, paſtors and lay- 
men, men and women, were concerned, 
it ſeems incredible to ſuppoſe that had it 
not been the Apoſtles practice to baptize 
Infants, a whole council of ſixty-ſix Bi- 
ſhops at the diſtance of about a century 
and a half from the Apoſtolic age ſhould” 
all of 'em ſtand up for an uſage which 
the Apoſtles never enjoined by precept 
and practice! Had this been the caſe, 


Fidus needed not to have brought the 
queſtion before the aſſembly; ſurely, if 
Infant Baptiſm was not practiſed within 
the fit century after the Apoſtles, as 


5 %% 
Mr. Richards affirms, and which was only 


ty-four, or five, years before this aſſem- 
17 wy _ them would have known 
it, as no doubt ſome amongſt them, at 
leaſt, were men of years, and lived w:7h- 
in the time Mr. R ſays none of the 


encrents ever dreamed of Infant Baptiſm ! 


Let impartial people think over the 
matter. I know, indeed, tis objected 
that Cyprian (who was preſident of the 


above council) ſpeaks alſo of infant com- 
munion in the Lord's ſupper, and conſe- 


| quently that the divine original of the 


latter may as well be argued from Him as 


We own the ob- 


that of the former” 


jection would have ſome weight in his 


caſe if we went upon the authority of the 


Fathers as our foundation for Infant Bap- 


tiſm; but that is not our ground; we 
argue for Infant Baptiſm on the authority 
of the New Teſtament. The ancients 
we believe practiſed it, and we have ad- 


duced (as we think) ſome progfs that they 


did fo, but we are not therefore bound to 


believe that a// that the ancients practiſed 


had the fame divine warrant, unleſs we 
could make it out that the church is in- 


fallible; and as this is not the caſe, it 


obliges us to reject whatever they bed 
| 5 . * IE rom 


from time to time adopt that his» not the 
5 ſame foundation for its uſage ; upon this 


principle we diſcard the Cyprianic* inno- 


* 7. be Cyprianic innovation. | For there is no men- 


tion made of it but by Cyprian, till the time of Inno- 
| when it ſeems to have become a very common practice 

to give the” Euchariſt to infants, founded upon a miſ- 
taken interpretation of that text Except ye eat the 
fleſh of the Son of Man, and drink his blood, ye have 
no life in you.“ John 6. 53. — I do not take upon 


me to ſay, that no other church but that of which ; 


Cyprian was - Biſhop had-that cuftom, but that it b 

no means appears that the ſixty-ſnx Biſfiops aſſembled 
with him in this council were of that mind, or that it 
was a general thing; for tis not in that Epiſtle which 
relates the buſineſs above quoted, that Cyprian ſpeaks 


of infant communion, but in his Book De lapſis. 


To aſſert, as Mr. Richards has done, that Infant 
communion, giving the | baptized milk and honey, &c. 
has the /ame antiquity with Infant Baptiſm,” is, me- 
thinks, only fit for a man who expects from his readers 
a good deal of credit. We do ſay then, with Doctor 
Wall, * It is not true that this cuſtom of giving in- 
fants the Euchariſt was in the ancient church received 
either ſo early or ſo generally as the baptiſm of them 
was.” - Mr. Richards, we think, delivered himſelf in 
too poſitive a manner in that caſe, as well as in ſome 
others, and we can't but think it was from too much 
haſte, ſpeaking before he duly attended to the_other 
ſide. We beg leave to recommend to his impartial at- 
tention what Dr. Vall has written in his Hiſt. of In- 
fant Baptiſm, in part I. ch. VI. S 10----and part II. 
ch. IX. § 15. 16, 17.---as allo a pamphlet entitled a 
«Defence of Infant Baptiſm in point of Antiquity 
againſt the Exceptions of Dr. John Gill and others.“ 
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vation of giving the Lord's ſupper to in- 
fants, and cite this council as an BHiſtori- 
cal fact in reſpect to Infant Baptiſm, as a 


teſtimony that it prevailed amongſt the 


ancient fathers at that time, as we judge 
it had done before in the preceding cen- 
tury, and as we alfo firmly believe it did 
in the time of the Apoſtles. Our op- 
ponent is at liberty to think otherwiſe, 
and to tell the public his judgment, if 
he thinks proper, in regard to all the 
teſtimonies here adduced, which we bring 
forward as our proof ; that the ſenſe and 
practice of the ancients lie on the fide of 
nfant Baptiſm. ” 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. VI. © 


4 Heike of han: Spee and ow 
ments adduced by Mes. Richards and 
Wilſon. The houſeholds of Lydia, the 
Jailer, ond Stephanus conſidered. Text 
in 1 Hater 3. 20, 217, examined, &c. &c, 


E are often told that ce There i is 
no ſcripture precedent for bap- 
_ tizing Infants.” But, whereas we read 
of Believers and their houſeholds being 
baptized, it concerns our opponents to 
prove that there was not one {nfant in 
ſuch families; accordingly this Mr. Wil- 
ſon has attempted to evince, but with 
what degree of evidence we ſhall proceed 
to examine. The firſt which falls un- 
der our conſideration is that of Lydia, 
who (we read Acts 16. 15) was baptized 
and her houſehold' and whereas not 
one ſyllable is ſpoken concerning her fa- 
mily believing, we judge that her houſe- 


bold was baptized in Conſequence of her be- 
Q 2 heving 
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lieving in the Lord Mr. W indeed, 
ſays, I thought there could be no 7 70 
pute whether ſhe believed. before ſhe was 
baptized; as if hat made any part of 
the debate between us. We all know, I 
ſuppoſe, as well as the Baptiſts, that adult 
perſons unbaptized, have no right to the 
ordinance till Fh y make a profeſſion. of 
faith; what end therefore this remark 
could anſwer I know not, unleſs to coun- 
tenance, what ſome people are pleaſed to 
repreſent as a very powerful. argument, 
_ «« Infants cannot believe, therefore In- 
fants are not to be baptized”---whereas 
we never argue for their Baptiſm on-that 
ground---** As to her houſehold, (ſays he) 
what it conſiſted of, is not faid; nor is 
any notice taken of her huſband if ſhe 
had any: all that appeared to .me from a 
careful examination of the account was, 
that ſhe was not at home, or in the place 
of her common reſidence, that ſhe came 
to ſell her purple, &c. p. 16 in the 
fame ſtrain Dr. Gil argued long ago, and 
received an anſwer which might have ex- 
cuſed ſome folks from ſaying any thing 
upon this head, unleſs they could have 
advanced ſomething more to the purpoſe. 
As for Lydia it is not certain in what 
ſtate 


„ 
ſtate of life ſhe was” faid Dr. Gill. 
No if ſo, (to join iſſue here) then ſhe - 
might be a wide, or a wido, and the might 
have children, yea little children. Nor is 
it rational to think, that ſhe would have 
kept houſe, as ſhe did at Philippi, where 
ſhe had her family with her, and leave * 
her children at Thyatira, from -whence 
| ſhe came; but not as a travelling pedlar to 
ſell her purple at the fair, which is all 
fiction; for, could the not be @ ſeller of 
purple, and yet a ſhopkeeper, as ſhe plainly 
was an houſekeeper ?——lt is ſaid indeed 
that ſhe was a woman of Thyatira. But 
to argue and conclude from hence that 
this city and not Philippi was now the 
place of her uſual reſidence and ſtated 
abode: This way of reaſoning [though 
uſed by Mr. Wilſon and many before 
him, on the ſame fide] is falſe criticiſm. 
For perſons are ſaid in ſeripture, to be of 
ſuch, or ſuch a place, to denote the place 
where they were born or brought up, the 
place from whence- they came, and to 
which they originally belonged; though 
they had removed their habitation, and 
ſettled in ſome other town or country. 
Thus, for inſtance, Muaſon, an old diſ- 
ciple, is faid to be of Cyprus; and yet he 


lived 
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lived and kept houſe at Jeriſalem. And 


thus again (to mention a moſt illuſtrious 
inſtance) our bleſſed Saviour himſelf is 
commonly called Feſus of Nazareth; [the 
very inſcription upon his croſs Joh. 19. 
19] though leaving Nazareth where he 
Bad been brought up, be came and dwelt at 
Capernaum. Therefore laying all circum- 
ſtances together, there is not the leaſt 
ground to conclude any other, but that 
Hbilippi was the place of her ſettled 
Hebiterion, at the time of Lydia S em- 
bracing the chriſtian faith in that city; 
an conſeguence of aꝛchich not only the her- 
ſelf, but her Houſobold allo was baptized, 
though not a {ylable is ſaid of her 
houſchold believing After all, though 
we inſiſt upon it, that there is no evidence, 
and juſtly demand a proof, that 40 the 
members of her family were adult per- 
ſons, or believers; yet that there, were 
note ſuch beſides herſelf, we neither pre- 
ſame to fay, nor are obliged by our argu- 
ment to maintain“. However, Mr. 
Wilſon will have it that all her family 
were converted by the Apoſtles miniſtry, 
and * with their miſtreſs, and tells 
| us 


= 
ac Peedobaptifm defended againſt Dr. Gill, dec. part 


| And, page 33, and 34+ 
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us he was great cored 18 this be- 
cauſe the perſons the Apoſtle found in 
Lydia's houſe when he entered into it 
[viz. after the Jailer had been baptized 
and his houſehold, for this is mentioned 5 
firſt] are called brethren, and were com 
 farted by him; which cannot be ſaid f 
infants”: A. if the Bretbren that were 
in the neighbourhood could not have a 
meeting at Lydia's houſe before the Apo 
tle's departure from them; which, 
fact, appears moſt evidently _ to 7 
been the caſe. (ſee Acts 16. 40, and 1 17 
and 1ſt verſe) What, great TALE upon 
the mind do ſhadows ſometimes. produce! 
But we are further told that ** The 
account of the converſion . of the Jailer 
and his family alſo helped to confirm our 
opponent that Lydia's houſehold were all 
believers” ——But ſuppoſing it could be 
proved there were no children in his fa- 
mily, would that be an argument that 
there were none in Lydia s? We are, 
however, by no means convinced this Was 
the caſe even as to the Jailer's houſehold; 
for though we read that, They ſpake 
unto him the word of the Lord, 14 0 to 
all that were in his houſe“ yet it by no 
means neceſſarily imports that, there were 

no 
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5 no children in that number, but that his 
RE bole family was, got together upon this 


ſolemn occaſion, having been dreadfully 


UE oat: of - their fleep by the late 


earthquake. But is it not ſaid, He re- 
joiced believing in God with all his 
houſe?” We allow tis ſo ſaid in our 
Engliſh Teſtament, but in no wiſe think 
that it mu/# be ſo rendered, but rather 
a * having believed in God, rejoiced, 
'” [ſee Henry, Guiſe, &c.] Namely, 

on ee of that happy ſtate of 
chriſtian privileges they were now placed 
in, according to what he had been taught 
when he was told in anſwer to his queſ- 
tion, What ſhall I do? &c. Believe in 
the Lord Jeſus Chriſt and thou ſhall be 

- faved and thy houſe.” By which he in- 
tends (I think) their Being brought 
under the only means of falvation,”* 
Thus, our Lord ſaid upon the converſion 
of Zaccheus, This day is ſalvation come 
to this houſe.” (ſee alſo Acts 28. 28)--- 
In this view the Jailer had cauſe enough 
to rejoice in and with all his houſe, who 
were lately in fo very different a fituation. 
However we do not ſay there were none 
in his houſe that believed but himſelf, 
but 


* Lesbe Annotations in hes " 30 


but argue that it cannot — proved he bad f 
no children; and whereas it is expreſſſy 


ſaid that he was baptized, and ALL 
His ſtraightway” it ſtrongly intimates that 
their baptiſm followed upon his believing, 
at leaſt that there were /ome ſuch in that 
number. I might now add, but that 
I think it a matter of very little import- 
ance whether they were dipped or not, 
that it ſeems highly improbable that the 
Apoſtle or his companion Silas, ſhould 
plunge them at midnight, eſpecially as we 
are told That he took them the /ame 
hour of the night and waſhed therr ſtripes; 
and was baptized he and all his ſtraight= 
way.” Moreover it was done in the houſe 
too, which, although we allow it poſſible 
there might be water enough to plunge 
them, yet it does not ſeem probable that 
the Baptizer with his /ftripes juſt waſhed 
was fit to go into the water deep enough 


for that purpoſe. If any ſhould fay that 


they were 7mmerſed with, or without, any 
going into the water but the perſons bap- 


tized, I have nothing to ſay, only that I 
do not feel myſelf obliged to believe that 
they were in fact ſo immerſed till they can 
find themſelves able to prove it. Mr. 


Wilſon mentioning the houſehold of Ste- 
R 


phan us, 
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„ 
phanus which Paul baptized when he 
firft introduced the Goſpel into Achaia, 
and upon which account he evidently calls 

them the „r- fruits Achaia, maintains 
there could be no Infants there, becauſe 
Paul tells us [when he wrote his epiſtle to 
the Corinthians, which it ſhould be re- 
marked was at leaſt ſeveral years after] 
that they had addicted themſelves to the 
_ miniſtry of the faints——As if that 
imply'd that becauſe they now were 
known to do this eminently, that there- 
fore there could be no children when the 
head of the family firſt believed, and pro- 
bably ſeveral others with him. 'Till 
ſome better argument, therefore, than this 
can be found to prove that the houſehold 
of Stephanus , when baptized, were all be- 
hevers, we think ourſelves juſtified in 
witholding our aſſent to the opinion of 
dur opponents; and whereas houſeholds 
are known to comprehend the whole fa- 
mily, and that children moſt commonly 
make no inconſiderable part thereof, we 
think the weight of the matter, when all 
circumſtances are conſidered, /ies wholly 


en our fide. — | 
There is only one inſtance more that I 
ſhall take notice of, that is urged by Mr. 


— —————— 


Gunz! 


in favor of immerſion and aga oY 


W 
Infant Baptiſm” Tis the laſt in his? Ma- 
nual, and he calls it The laſt place of 
ſcripture, which ſpeaks directly of the 
nature and meaning of the ordinance . 
Baptiſm.” We ſhall cite the paſſage at 


length, and take a view of its eonnexion, 


— 2 


1 Pet. 3. 18, 19, 20, 21——FÞor Chrift 
alſo hath once fuffered for — (the juſt for 
the unjuſt, that he might bring us to God} 
being put to death in the fleſh, but quickened 
by * ſpirit : By which alſo he went and 
preached unto the ſpirits in priſon | ſouls 
now in hell ſuffering the reward of their 
evil deeds. Vid. Matt. 5. 25. Luke 12. 
58 *] wwhich ſometime were oben ac Hen 
once the long ſuffering of God waited in 
the days of Noah while the ark was pre- 
paring [viz. the ſpace of one hundred and 
twenty years, during which time, Noah, a 
preacherof righteouſneſs, warned the guilty 
world of the threatened deluge; and this 
he did under the influences of the Holy 
Ghoſt, (called here the ſpirit by which 
Chriſt preached unto them, and) who taught 
Noah to believe in, and to fear the Lord, 
and accordingly at his command he pre- 
pen the ark] wherein few, that is, eight 
R 2 ſouls 
* pvAaxy; the word here uſed, _ 


e 

Puli were ſaved by water. The like. figure 
. whereunto [or more properly An Antitype 
to which ; that is, the thing which cor- 
reſponds, not with the water, but with 
the ark®] even Baptiſin doth alſo now ſave 
us, (net the putting away of the filth of the 
fleſh, but the anſwer of a good conſtience 
towards God) by the reſurrection of Feſus 
Chri/t.” Mr. Wilſon, in arguing upon 
this paſſage talks about Noah and the 
creatures being 4uried in the ark, and 
eſpecially, ſays he, this was the caſe, 
when the fountains of the great deep 
were broken up, and the windows of 
heaven were opened, and they in the midſt 
of that deluge, which deſtroyed all the 
world. This appeared to me to anſwer 
to immerſion in Baptiſm; and I could not 
think the Holy Ghoſt would refer us to 
the water of a flood, as a type of a little 
quantity made uſe of when poured or 
ſprinkled on the face of an infant.” 
But this gentleman ſhould have aue 
that the Holy Ghoſt referred to the water 
of the food, and the manner of baptizing, 
as correſpondent thereunto; whereas the 
matter appears quite otherwiſe, as hinted 


above, and, as We Judge, may be farther 
corro- 


* Dr. Wai 


n 
e 


En 
corroborated, from the following view of 
the paſſage in its connexion. The deſign, 
and import of the Apoſtle's words ſeem 
to be this. Chriſt, by his ſpirit, preached. 
unto the old world, and gave them warn 
ing of the deſtruction that awaited theny 
(it they perſiſted in their evil courſes) 
120 years before the threatned delu 
came. Such as believed, made uſe of the 
means appointed of God to preſerve them 
from ruin; the number was ſmall indeed, 
only eight perſons, Noah and his family; 

but, few as they were, they were not for- 
gotten of God, but ſheltered in the evil 
time, from the deſtruction in which the 
whole world beſides was involved. And 
thus under the goſpel, things, in ſome 
ſort, bear a ſtriking ſimilarity, inſomuch 
that, as an Antitype to this, Baptiſm does 
alſo now fave us. For whereas Chriſt 
_ declares unto all by the preaching of his 
word and ſpirit that certain deſtruction 
awaits the ungodly who continue in their 
ſins, and points out unto us by his gof- 
pel, the only means ordained of God as a 
ſecurity from the impending ſtorm of his 
wrath, << Which as an overflowing flood 
ſhall ſweep away the wicked from the 


earth; our belief of theſe things we 
avow 


ann) 

aàvow and declare, and ſhew our readineſs 
to come under the ſecurity thus provided, 
by profeſſing our faith in the goſpel diſpen- 
ſation, and coming with our families unto 
the ordinance of baptiſm, which gives an 
entrance into the church, which he has 
promiſed to preſerve, though toſſed on 
the waves and billows of various trials in 
this world. And to prevent any undue 
confidence in, or dependance upon, the 
ordinance of baptiſm, he ſeems to remind 


us that if we remained ftill in our fins, it 


would be of no avail to us as pertaining 
to the conſcience, or ſecuring our ſalva- 
tion. For, it is not the putting away of 
the filth of the fleſh, but, the anſwer of 
2 good conſcience towards God, that we 
ought principally to regard. This ap- 
pears to us to be the Apoſtle's meaning. 
Let others judge for themſclves. But 
perhaps it will be urged © Infants can- 
not make this anſwer of a good conſcience; 
for that means, an enlightened, renewed 
conſcience.” - We grant it; though it 
will not hence follow Therefore Infants 
are not to be baptized,” as our opponents 
urge. In reply to which objection of 
theirs we may add in the words of Dr. 
Whitby. | St. Paul alſo ſays that the 


„e 


(wg). 


true circumciſion before God is not the 
outward circumci/ion of the fleſh, but. the 


internal circumcifion of the heart and ſpi- 
rift. But will any one here argue I hat 


* 


the Jewiſh infants for want of this were 
not to be admitted into covenant with 


God by circumciſion? And yet the argu- 
ment is plainly parallel: The anſwer of a 
good conſcience is required that the bap- 
tiſm may be ſalutary; therefore they only 


are to be baptized, who can make this 
anſwer ; and the inward eircumciſion of 


the heart is required, as the only accept». 


able circumcifion in the fight of God; 
therefore they only are to be circum. 
ciſed who have this inward circumciſion of 


the heart.” Upon the whole, there- 
fore, we judge that this paſſage ſug- 


geſts a very ſtriking caution, to adult per- 
ſons, not to make too much of the ordi- 


nance, and lays a foundation for us to 


exhort children not to depend upon it 


when grown up, as being of any avail to 


them then, without the anſwer of a good 


conſcience towards God, witneſſing that 


their faith is unfeigned and their obedi- 


_ence lincere. 


We 
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We ſhall now take our final leave of 
Mr. Wilſon's Manual, and review ſome 
arguments of Mr. Richards's which have, 
hitherto, been omitted. This gentleman, 
I find, objects to our ſpeaking of Baptiſm 
as the e of the covenant. He will al- 
low, indeed, that circumcifion was to 
Abraham a fral of che righteouſneſs of 
faith, but denies it was ſo to his deſcend- 
ants. But upon this, he ought, I think, 
to have explained himſelf a little more 
particularly. If he intends thereby to 
infinuate that circumciſion was not a /ea/ 
of the covenant to any but Abraham, we 
can by no means accede to his judgment. 
5 God in a Way of Grace, deals with 
his people in a covenant manner, through 
Chriſt, their ſurety; (and be it always 
obſerved the Abrahamic covenant was 
confirmed of God in Chriſt*) Accord- 
ingly, thoſe inſtitutions which he has 
appointed to be uſed by his people, as the 
toben or /ign of the covenant, may, as in 
the caſe of circumciſion, be called the 
ſeal of the covenant. F or, I preſume, 
When in Abraham's caſe it is called a ſeal 
of the righteouſneſs of faith that he had 


being uncircumciſed, it intimates very 


plainly 


* Gal. 3. 17. 


Mart ) 


plainly, that it was the ſea of that  cove- 


nant through which Abraham obtained 


_ righteouſneſs and life, being juſtified by 


faith. Dr. Doddridges remarks on this 
paſſage deſerve our notice.“ Seal of 
the righteouſneſs of faith.” This (lays 
he) ſeems an unconteſtable proof that cir- 
cumciſion was a, e of ph: 


* 


Grace, and not merely of temporal pro- 
miſes; and conſequently obviates the moſt 
conſiderable objection that hath ever been 
made againſt Infant Baptiſm”*-——The 


ſeal of that covenant was once given to 


children, and as their right was never 4%½ 


annulled that we can find, directly or indi- 


rectly, we therefore argue for its continu- 
ance under the Goſpel. And I further 
beg leave to obſerve that the tokenF, or 


ſeal of the covenant. which God has inſt 


tuted, being apply'd to the ſubject, can he 
no infallible evidence of the perſons in- 
tereſt in the bleſſings of the Goſpel be- 


yond their infant ſtate (for that is not the 


ſubject of revelation, being known to God 
alone, and not of one perſon in reſpect to 


another) and, therefore, when we ſpeak 


of it as a ſcal, we do not mean to afhx 


S that 


* Fam: Expos: on Rom. 4. 11. 
+ Ven. 17. It. 92 
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that notion; but only that God, giving 
unto his people an inſtituted ſign of his 
covenant, we apply this ſign, or ſeal, unto 
Believers and their ſeed, becauſe we think 


it evident that the ſcripture warrants us to 


conſider them as the heirs of promiſe.- 
If tis ſaid that many of them turn out 
wicked and rebellious, the ſame might be 
ſaid of Abraham's ſeed, to whom yet the 
token of the covenant was apply d. And 
what then, ſhall their unbelief make the 
faith of God of none effect? By no means. 
God is ſtill faithful to all his promiſes, 
though they ſhould be. as reprobates; and, 
I would aſk, Do thoſe who are baptized 
when adult always anſwer the expectations 
of the people? And, if not, I further aſk 
what it was that gave them a right to the 
ordinance? If tis faid a charitable hope. 
that they were the ſubjects of the cove- 
nant of Grace, upon that profeſſion they 
made of faith in Chriſt. We allow that 
theſe are the terms on which the ſcripture 
warrants us to adminiſter that ordinance 
to adult perſons, becauſe there is no other 
way whereby we ought to judge concern- 
ing them; but in the caſe of Infants, 
God's promiſe to his people and their ſeed 
is our directory, and of that faith we 

© make 


(, 

make our prefeſſion when we come with 2 
our little ones before the Lord. | 
In my ſhort ſtrictures I mentioned that 
paſſage in Jeremiah, Their children 
ſhall be as aforetime, as an intimation 
that in Goſpel times, the ſeed of believers 
ſhould have the token of the Covenant 
of Grace; for we can in no wiſe think our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt would abridge them of 
this privilege, as they had before enjoyed 
it under the Abrahamic covenant. I gave 
my reaſons in a note ſubjoined ; but Mr. 
Richards inſtead of ſhewing their incon- 
clufiveneſs tells his friend, That paſ- 
ſage is no more to the purpoſe. than the 
firſt verſe in Genefis*.” I only ſay twas 
well he was writing to a friend, for per- 


haps every body would not have liked to 


have had their judgment made ſo free 
with. But poffibly, he could rely upon 
his friend to take 07 granted whatever he 
ſhould pleaſe to advance As we are 
not of the ſame mind, we ſtill claim that 
text as our own, in the caſe before us, 
till Mr. R- ſhall be pleaſed to remove 
it out of the way, by anſwering our argu- 
ments. When they aſk us, where is it 


ſaid, let * children be baptized? We 
3 82 - + referred 


P. 29. 
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referred them for anſwer to the argum ents 
we had adduced; to which we now add 


What is here ſubjoined, whence we con- 


clude it is according to the tenor of the 
whole New Teſtament. We then in our 


turn aſked © Where do we read that any 


children. of chriſtian parents were bap- 
tized . by the Apoſtles after they came to 
age. Our opponent confeſſes No 
where that I know of.” And gives his 
- reaſon for it thus ;” The Apoſiles took 
no notice of it, however frequent it might 
have occurred [but obſerve that is not 
proving it did occur] becauſe they well 
knew that the goſpel leaves no room 
for that Phariſaic plea, We have Abra- 
ham to our father, nor allows that the 
ſeed of believers have any right to Bap- ä 
tiſm more than other children.“ 


Our reaſons for thinking otherwiſe we 


have given. But what means our Author 
by ſaying that was a Phariſaic plea ? 
Was it no privilege to the Jews that they 
were the ſons of Abraham? How came 
the Apoſtles then to remind them of their 
E on that very account“? What, 
ecauſe the Phariſees boaſted in it in a 
way that the pres never Da 
them 


Adds 3.28. 26. Rom, 3. 1, 2, 3. 
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them to do, was it therefore no privilege? 
If Mr. Richards's anſwer will 
his friend, 'twill not {arg us; till he 
can ſay ſomething further, therefore, on 
the ſubject we don't think he has got rid 
of the. objection ; ſo far is it from con- 
firming his cauſe, as he is pleaſed to in- 
ſinuate. Our Reviewer thought proper 
to repreſent how charitable he is in re- 
ſpect to children; and, as I think it is a 
pity to fall out with him when he touches 
upon ſuch a ſubject, I could willingly 
leave him in the full poſſeſſion of his 
creed undiſturbed, frankly confeſſing that 
what the ſeripture has not told me I do not 
pretend to know. But, whereas he thought 
good to inform us that He views the 
dying Infants of Infidels entirely in. the 
ſame ſituation, as to the hope of future 
bliſs, with thoſe of the moſt eminent 
chriſtians,” I think, if chriſtian. parents 

have any hope concerning them, he ought. 
to have told us on what hat hope is 
founded. Dr. Gale, indeed, ſays “ 1f 
there be any mercy in Gad all Infants 
who could never offend him ſhall afſuredly 
be ſaved.” If this is the argument of 
our antagoniſt alſo, we ſay to him in the 


words of Dr. Vall, Chriſt has told ws, 
to 


ras) 


to whom his word is come, what we our- 
ſelves are to expect. Concerning thoſe to 
Whom it never came, whoever buſily en- 
quires of him; And what ſhall theſe men 
40 Or, what ſhall become of them 
does in effect receive from him this an- 
ſwer: What is that to thee? He has ſaid 
in general; The ſervant that knew not 
his Maſter's will, and did things worthy 
of ſtripes, ſhall be beaten with few 
ſtripes. And more than that he has not 
told us of their fate; and of their children 
nothing at all. He will, we need not 
fear, deal with all men, adult and in- 
fants, according to rules of juſtice and 
equity. But if a man, a worm, will 
not truſt him with the ordering of thoſe 
rules; but will demand beforehand, what 
he will do with ſuch, and what with 
ſuch; He giveth not account of any of his 
matters. A modeit and humble ſpecula- 
tion about ſuch things may be ul or, 
however, excuſable. But to talk and de- 
termine after this arrogant manner, 7 
there be any mercy in God, he will do fo 
with theſe, and fo with thoſe ; is good 
for nothing, but to create in us an ab- 
Horrence of the bold preſumption of the 
Ei 1 deter- 
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determiner*” 3 Wilſon was (as be. 
comes every chriſtian) much more modeſt 
when he faid he could find no ſcripture 
aſſurance of the ſalvation of all Infants: 
And yet he does not, any more than we, 
8 them. God forbid! No: but 
leaves them to the juſt judge, who will 
do nothing but what is rightÞh. © 
I had argued in my ſhort ſtrictures 
(p. 23 and 24) that baptiſm once admi- 
niſtered, where a ſolemn profeſſion of 
faith is made (by which I intended a 
ſcriptural acknowledgement of the doc- 
trine- of the Trinity) whether in the 
Church of England, or amongſt Proteſtant 
Diſſenters, though we allow ſome circum- 
ſtances attending its adminiſtration were 
not duly obſerved, yet, on that account, 
we ought not, (as we apprehend) to de- 
_ clare their baptiſm to be null or void. In- 
ſtead of ſuch an anſwer as became a fair 
antagoniſt, the abſurd nonſenſe -of bap- 
tizing Bells is introduced, and the matter 
diſmiſſed without one word of reply. 
However, we ſhall take this opportunity 
to corroborate our ſentiments on that head, 
l the words of an author whom 
3 


Pr. Wall's 8 page 219, 2 57. 
t Scrip, Manuel, page 10. 


— 


h 
we have ſeveral times quoted. He puts 
the queſtion thus, Is baptiſm to be re- 
peated if it have been received by thoſe 
who were not the proper ſubjects of it?“ 
and anſwers, ©* It ſeems it fbould not; ſince 
it is evident that when perſons have been 


caſt out of the chriſtian church for their 


immoralities, the Apoſtle-in the directions 
he gives concerning their admiſſion on re- 
pentance, does not direct their being re- 
baptized; nor does Peter hint any thing 
f that kind to Simon Magus, and per- 
haps had the contrary principle been ad- 
mitted and encouraged in Scripture diffi- 
culties might have ariſens which it was 
beſt to avoid, and too great @ ſtreſs have 
been laid on what is merely rituale“ 
I know not that I have omitted any 
thing of weight, or conſequence, in our 
Reviewer's performance, nor yet in Mr. 
Wilſon's. Many things more, I know, 
might have been ſaid, and if I had more 
leiſure, and a greater inclination for pole- 


mical debates, I might have protracted it to 
a much greater length. However, before we 
conclude, we ſhall take the liberty to offer 


the following things to the conſideration 
of Mr. Richards, as well as to the can- 
3 did 
Dodd. Lec. page 523. | 


( 129 ) 


did and impartial attention of every ſeri= 
ous reader. 


1. As it is aſſerted there cannot be any wy 


ſuch thing as baptiſm without the immer- 
fion of the whole body, We call upon 
him to prove that it was always ſo admi- 
niſtered in every inſtance recorded of bap- 
tiſm in the New Teſtament. _ 
2. If Baptiſm was always :dminiftend 
by immerſion, as our antagoniſt contends, 
and that Infants were excluded from that 
ordinance, by the Apoſtles and their ſuc- 
ceſſors, during a whole century from the 
| Apoſtolic Age without any exception, 
we think it ſtrange that no account of ſuch 
a Chriſtian church is to be met with in 
that time; and we do challenge our oppo- 
nent to prove that there was any one 
church of Chriſt ſo exiſting in any part of 
the world within the firſt four hundred 
years after Chriſt. If there was a church” 
of believers who were all baptized at 
adult years upon their own perſonal pro- 
feſſion of faith, and whoſe children were 
not in their infancy admitted to the ordi- 
nance, let him P ſuch an inſtance 
if he can. 
. Baptiſm, 2 as a religious 


rite, does in its nature repreſent the 6urial 
2. 85 and 


{ 
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DDr 


4 =» ) 


54 reſurrection of Chriſt, as our oppo- 
| nent argues, we aſk when it took that ſig- 
_» hification? Eſpecially ſeeing Fohn and the 
Apoftles baptized ſo many thouſands before 

it was ſo. much as known that Chriſt | 


ſhould ſuffer and riſe from the dead. 
4+ If there is one uniform idea that will 
apply to baptiſm from 1ts firſt inſtitution 
t all times, and in all circumſtances, and 
that of cleaning and purification, to which 
there is certainiy a moſt evident alluſion 
in many places, agree hereunto, We aſk 
why fo much ret ſhould be laid upon 
the pretended alluſion to the 6ur:a/ and re- 
furreHiom of Chrilt? Eſpecially, feeing 
Mould we even admit there is ſuch an al- 
luſion ſometimes made, it muſt be con- 
feſſed tis by no means the moſt common or 
frequent all/yfion that we meet with in the 
New Teſtament. 

. If there is no baptiſm but by im- 
de Hen, it will follow that no perſons 
who were not immerſed in water ever 
were or could be members of a chriſtian 
church; or elſe it muſt allowed that 

churches may be conſtituted without the 
ordinance of Baptiſm. If the principles 
contained in the former part of this ſen- 


tence are avowed, We are oP to own, 
that 


n 


| that when they are proved, it will in good 


earneſt concern us to look to ourſelves: 
And if the latter ſhould be admitted, I 
aſk wherein conſiſts the neceſſity, or im- 
portance, of dipping, or why it ſhould he 
made a term of communion, as it is by 
many? _ 
6. If the infants of believing parents 
were formerly the ſubjects of a rite ex» 
preſſive of their ſeparation unto God, 
whereby they were eſteemed an holy peo» 
ple, as diſtinguiſhed from others, Who 
were not of the viſible church; We 
then call upon our opponent to ſhew us 
where our Lord prohibits believers. chil» 
dren from any fimilar privilege under the 
New Teſtament ? Let him point out to 
us ſuch a prohibition and we will ceaſe 
to put in our claim for Infant Bap tiſm. 
Till then, we think there is ſome weight 
in what Dr. Stillingſſeet has 3 
when he ſays, It is an evidence, that 
Infants are not to be excluded from bap- 
tiſm, becauſe there is no divine lat WE +. 
doth prohibit their admiſſion into the 
church by it; for, this is the negative of 
a law; and if it had been Chriſt's inten- 
tion to have excluded any from admiſſion 
into the church, who were admitted before, 
+ | as 


. 
as infants were, there muſt have been 
ſome poſitive lad, whereby ſuch an inten- 
tion of Chriſt ſhould have been expreſſed; 
For, nothing can make that unlawful, 
which was a duty before, but a direct and 
expreſs prohibition from the legiſlator him 
ſel, who alone hath power to reſcind, as 
well as to make laws. And therefore, 
Antipedobaptiſts muſt, inſtead of requir- 
ing a poſitive command for baptizing In- 
fants, themſelves produce an expreſs prohi- 
bition excluding them. Till that 
can be made appear, ſubmitting the weight 
of our arguments to the deciſion of others, 
we ſay, in direct oppoſition to our antago- 
niſt, that (we are fully convinced) Infant 
Baptiſm is warranted by Jeſus Chriſt. 

Others are heartily welcome to differ 
from us; but then they ought to do it 
charitably, and leave us in as quiet poſſeſ- 
fion of our principles as we are willing to 
grant to them. 'Tis my full purpoſe 
never to dip my pen in this controverſy 
any more; yet, if I am convinced of any 
error, I hope I ſhall never be backward 
to retract upon ſuch conviction. 

If any notice ſhould be taken of this, 
I 80 not hold myſelf bound to make any 


reply 


3 binicum, p- ag edit, 2nd. 
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0 unleſs its author ſhould write 
fairly, and in a ſpirit and temper becom- 
ing a man who wiſhes to do as he would 


be done by: To think for himſeh . and let 
another do the ſame. 


THE END. 


CORRIGENDA. 
Page 8. line 6. from the bottom, for Fowevey read whoruey. 


P. 9. 1. 2. from the top, after Antageniſt put a comms d | 
period, 


P. 32.1. 3. from the bottom, Paul's Expreſſion. | 8 
Ditto. 1. 2. inſtead of Aud read But. | 55 | 
P. 60. I. 11. for get read beges, 

P. 64. 1. 7 7 for ſet read /ets, 


P. 67. laſt line. after argument, read (on the principles of om 
Antagoniſt.) 


P. $0. I. 18. for he read the Apoſtles 
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